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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED 1. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN T AYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK C. BOND IN 
SUPPORT OF REED TAYLOR'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OF 
LAW IN SUPPORT OF 
RECONSIDERATION 
I. AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK C. BOND 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Roderick C. Bond, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, one of the 
attorneys for the plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and make this Affidavit based upon my 
AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK BOND AND 




2. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy ofI.C. § 30-1-640 (1997) and the 
Official Comments, which replaced I.C. § 30-1-6 in 1997. I obtained this document from 
Vvww.westlaw.com. 
DATED: This 22nd day of July, 2009. 
Roderick e. Bodd 
Notary 
Residing at: -=_~"-'--'~"':""'<'--"-__ ---,--,--::-
My commission expires: --'-..!.:.-f-+'-i~'-"-'::'£-+--
II. SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM 
Under the official comments to I.C. § 30-1-640 (1997), Idaho's Legislature confirmed the 
purpose of the provisions contained in the former statutes such as I.e. § 30-1-6 regarding 
"earned surplus" and "capital surplus" along with related stated capital provision: 
While most of these statutes contained elaborate provisions establishing "stated capital," 
"capital surplus," and "earned surplus" (and often other types of surplus as well), the net 
effect of most statutes was to permit the distribution to shareholders of most or all of the 
corporation's net assets - its capital along with its earnings -- if the shareholders wished 
this to be done. 
I. C. § 30-1-640 (1997), Official Comment (emphasis added).! 
Thus, the Legislative intent for I.C. § 30-1-6 was to permit shareholders to essentially 
distribute or transfer all assets and earning of a corporation to a particular shareholder if the 
1 This authority and the corresponding arguments are incorporated by reference into each and every argument 
asserted in Reed Taylor's Memorandum of Law in Support of Reconsideration and Reply in Support of 
Reconsideration. 
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shareholders elected to do so. AlA Services' shareholder intended to distribute all of its 
available assets to Reed Taylor, by and through the redemption of his shares, through the 
issuance of the $6M Note, and through the granting to Reed Taylor security interests in all of the 
stock of AlA Services' subsidiaries and security interests in all of the commissions and related 
receivables of AlA Services and all of its subsidiaries. 
On March 7,1995, and July 12, 1995, AlA Services' shareholders ratified the redemption 
of Reed Taylor's shares, the security interests granted to Reed Taylor in all of the revenues of 
AlA Services and the security interests granted to Reed Taylor in all of the stock and revenues of 
AlA Services' subsidiaries. The shareholders voted to "roll the dice" to back John Taylor, 
Connie Taylor, James Beck, and the others scheme to have Reed Taylor's shares redeemed 
through a redemption, rather than all of the shareholders each purchasing a pro-rata portion of his 
shares, to take AlA Services a different direction and attempt to effectuate a public offering in a 
further attempt for the shareholders to all profit handsomely. In doing so, they agreed to give 
Reed Taylor a $6M Note and security interests to ensure that he was paid in full for the 
redemption of his shares-knowing that redeeming Reed Taylor's shares and giving him the 
security interests could result in him seizing all of the assets and subsidiaries of AlA Services. 
DATED: This 22nd day of July, 2009. 
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CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC 
. jJtl 
By. !//1L 
Roderi~ C. Bbnd 
Michael S. Bissell 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Roderick C. Bond, declare that, on the date indicated below, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing (wi the attached Exhibit A) on the following parties via the methodes) 
indicated below: 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Attorney for Defendants JoLee Duclos and 
Bryan Freeman 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorney for R. John Taylor 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
1106 Idaho St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorney for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Attorneys for AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and 
Crop USA Insurance Agency 
James 1. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, 500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago,IL 60661-2511 
Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance Agency 
Via: 
( ) US. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) US. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) US. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
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Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
324 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorneys for AlA Services 401(k) Plan 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered - Via Messenger 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachme 
Signed this 22nd day of July, 2009, at Lewiston, Idaho. )~] 
r; /( I ' .. / 
, " I 
Roderick C. Bond ! I 
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We"stlaw 
ID ST§ 30-1-640 
I.e. § 30-1-640 
IDAHO CODE 
TITLE 30. CORPORATIONS 
CHAPTER 1. GENERAL BUSINESS CORPORATIONS 
Part 6. Shares and Distributions 
Page 1 
Copyright © 1948-1997 by Michie, a division of Reed Elsevier Inc. and Reed 
Elsevier Properties Inc. All rights reserved. 
30-1-640 Distributions to shareholders. 
(1) A board of directors may authorize and the corporation may make distribu-
tions to its shareholders subject to restriction by the articles of incorporation 
and the limitation in subsection (3) of this section. 
(2) If the board of directors does not fix the record date for determining 
shareholders entitled to a distribution, other than one involving a purchase, re-
demption or other acquisition of the corporation's shares, it is the date the 
board of directors authorizes the distribution. 
(3) No distribution may be made if, after giving it effect: 
(a) The corporation would not be able to pay its debts as they become due in the 
usual course of business; or 
(b) The corporation's total assets would be less than the sum of its total liab-
ilities plus, unless the articles of incorporation permit otherwise, the amount 
that would be needed, if the corporation were to be dissolved at the time of the 
distribution, to satisfy the preferential rights upon dissolution of shareholders 
whose preferential rights are superior to those receiving the distribution. 
(4) The board of directors may base a determination that a distribution is not 
prohibited under subsection (3) of this section either on financial statements 
prepared on the basis of accounting practices and principles that are reasonable 
in the circumstances or on a fair valuation or other method that is reasonable in 
the circumstances. 
(5) Except as provided in subsection (7) of this section, the effect of a dis-
tribution under subsection (3) of this section is measured: 
(a) In the case of distribution by purchase, redemption or other acquisition of 
the corporation's shares, as of the earlier of: 
(i) The date money or other property is transferred or debt incurred by the 
© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. OS Gov. Works. 
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Page 2 
(ii) The date the shareholder ceases to be a shareholder with respect to the 
acquired shares; 
(b) In the case of any other distribution of indebtedness, as of the date the 
indebtedness is distributed; and 
(c) In all other cases, as of: 
(i) The date the distribution is authorized if the payment occurs within one 
hundred twenty (120) days after the date of authorization, or 
(ii) The date the payment is made if it occurs more than one hundred 
twenty (120) days after the date of authorization. 
(6) A corporation's indebtedness to a shareholder incurred by reason of a dis-
tribution made in accordance with this section is at parity with the corporation's 
indebtedness to its general, unsecured creditors except to the extent subordinated 
by agreement. 
(7) Indebtedness of a corporation, including indebtedness issued as a distribu-
tion, is not considered a liability for purposes of determinations under subsec-
tion (3) of this section if its terms provide that payment of principal and in-
terest are made only if and to the extent that payment of a distribution to share-
holders could then be made under this section. If the indebtedness is issued as a 
distribution, each payment of principal or interest is treated as a distribution, 
the effect of which is measured on the date the payment is actually made. 
[I.C., § 30-1-640, as added by 1997, ch. 366, § 2, p. 1080.] 
This section is referred to in § 30-1-603. 
Official Comment 
The reformulation of the statutory standards governing distributions is another 
important change made by the 1980 revisions to the financial provisions of the 
Model Act. It has long been recognized that the traditional "par value" and 
"stated capital" statutes do not provide significant protection against distribu-
tions of capital to shareholders. While most of these statutes contained elaborate 
provisions establishing "stated capital," "capital surplus," and "earned surplus" 
(and often other types of surplus as well), the net effect of most statutes was to 
permit the distribution to shareholders of most or all of the corporation's net 
assets -- its capital along with its earnings -- if the shareholders wished this 
to be done. However, statutes also generally imposed an equity insolvency test on 
distributions that prohibited distributions of assets if the corporation was in-
© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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solvent or if the distribution had the effect of making the corporation insolvent 
or unable to meet its obligations as they were projected to arise. 
The financial provisions of the revised Model Act, which are based on the 1980 
amendments, sweep away all the distinctions among the various types of surplus but 
retain restrictions on distributions built around both the traditional equity in-
solvency and balance sheet tests of earlier statutes. 
1. THE SCOPE OF SECTION 640. Section 140 defines "distribution" to include 
virtually all transfers of money, indebtedness of the corporation or other prop-
erty to a shareholder in respect of the corporation's shares. It thus includes 
cash or property dividends, payments by a corporation to purchase its own shares, 
distributions of promissory notes or indebtedness, and distributions in partial or 
complete liquidation or voluntary or involuntary dissolution. Section 140 excludes 
from the definition of "distribution" transactions by the corporation in which 
only its own shares are distributed to its shareholders. These transactions are 
called "share dividends" in the revised Model Act. See section 623. 
Section 640 imposes a single, uniform test on all distributions. Many of the old 
"par value" and "stated capital" statutes provided tests that varied with the type 
of distribution under consideration or did not cover certain types of distribu-
tions at all. 
2. EQUITY INSOLVENCY TEST. As noted above, older statutes prohibited pay-
ments of dividends if the corporation was, or as a result of the payment would be, 
insolvent in the equity sense. This test is retained, appearing in section 
640(3) (a). 
In most cases involving a corporation operating as a going concern in the normal 
course, information generally available will make it quite apparent that no par-
ticular inquiry concerning the equity insolvency test is needed. While neither a 
balance sheet nor an income statement can be conclusive as to this test, the ex-
istence of significant shareholders' equity and normal operating conditions are of 
themselves a strong indication that no issue should arise under that test. Indeed, 
in the case of a corporation having regularly audited financial statements, the 
absence of any qualification in the most recent auditor's opinion as to the cor-
poration's status as a "going concern," coupled with a lack of subsequent adverse 
events, would normally be decisive. 
It is only when circumstances indicate that the corporation is encountering dif-
ficulties or is in an uncertain position concerning its liquidity and operations 
that the board of directors or, more commonly, the officers or others upon whom 
they may place reliance under section 830(2), may need to address the issue. Be-
cause of the overall judgment required in evaluating the equity insolvency test, 
no one or more "bright line" tests can be employed. However, in determining wheth-
er the equity insolvency test has been met, certain judgments or assumptions as to 
the future course of the corporation's business are customarily justified, absent 
clear evidence to the contrary. These include the likelihood that (a) based on ex-
© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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isting and contemplated demand for the corporation's products or services, it will 
be able to generate funds over a period of time sufficient to satisfy its existing 
and reasonably anticipated obligations as they mature, and (b) indebtedness which 
matures in the near-term will be refinanced where, on the basis of the corpora-
tion's financial condition and future prospects and the general availability of 
credit to businesses similarly situated, it is reasonable to assume that such re-
financing may be accomplished. To the extent that the corporation may be subject 
to asserted or unasserted contingent liabilities, reasonable judgments as to the 
likelihood, amount, and time of any recovery against the corporation, after giving 
consideration to the extent to which the corporation is insured or otherwise pro-
tected against loss, may be utilized. There may be occasions when it would be use-
ful to consider a cash flow analysis, based on a business forecast and budget, 
covering a sufficient period of time to permit a conclusion that known obligations 
of the corporation can reasonably be expected to be satisfied over the period of 
time that they will mature. 
In exercising their judgment, the directors are entitled to rely, under section 
830(2) as noted above, on information, opinions, reports, and statements prepared 
by others. Ordinarily, they should not be expected to become involved in the de-
tails of the various analyses or market or economic projections that may be relev-
ant. Judgments must of necessity be made on the basis of information in the hands 
of the directors when a distribution is authorized. They should not, of course, be 
held responsible as a matter of hindsight for unforeseen developments. This is 
particularly true with respect to assumptions as to the ability of the corpora-
tion's business to repay long-term obligations which do not mature for several 
years, since the primary focus of the directors' decision to make a distribution 
should normally be on the corporation's prospects and obligations in the shorter 
term, unless special factors concerning the corporation's prospects require the 
taking of a longer term perspective. 
3. RELATIONSHIP TO THE FEDERAL BANKRUPTCY ACT AND OTHER FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE 
STATUTES. The revised Model Act establishes the validity of distributions from 
the corporate law standpoint under section 640 and determines the potential liab-
ility of directors for improper distributions under sections 830 and 833. The fed-
eral Bankruptcy Act and state fraudulent conveyance statutes, on the other hand, 
are designed to enable the trustee or other representative to recapture for the 
benefit of creditors funds distributed to others in some circumstances. In light 
of these diverse purposes, it was not thought necessary to make the tests of sec-
tion 640 identical to the tests for insolvency under these various statutes. 
4. BALANCE SHEET TEST. Section 640(3) (b) requires that, after giving effect to 
any distribution, the corporation's assets equal or exceed its liabilities plus 
(with some exceptions) the dissolution preferences of senior equity securities. 
Section 640(4) authorizes asset and liability determinations to be made for this 
purpose on the basis of either (1) financial statements prepared on the basis of 
© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK BOND AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
l-.t"tn·!!",Ph') UTPctbuT r()m/nrint!nrint~tream.asnx?sv=SDlit&orid=ia74487c000000122a40c3... 7/22/2009 
ID ST § 30-1-640 
1. C. § 30-1-640 
Page 5 of9 
Page 5 
accounting practices and principles that are reasonable in the circumstances or 
(2) a fair valuation or other method that is reasonable in the circumstances. The 
determination of a corporation's assets and liabilities and the choice of the per-
missible basis on which to do so are left to the judgment of its board of direct-
ors. In making a judgment under section 640(4), the board may rely under section 
830(2) upon opinions, reports, or statements, including financial statements and 
other financial data prepared or presented by public accountants or others. 
Section 640 does not utilize particular accounting terminology of a technical 
nature or specify particular accounting concepts. In making determinations under 
this section, the board of directors may make judgments about accounting matters, 
giving full effect to its right to rely upon professional or expert opinion. 
In a corporation with subsidiaries, the board of directors may rely on unconsol-
idated statements prepared on the basis of the equity method of accounting (see 
Punerican Institute of Certified Public Accountants, APB Opinion No. 18 (1971)) as 
to the corporation's investee corporations, including corporate joint ventures and 
subsidiaries, although other evidence would be relevant in the total determina-
tion. 
a. Generally accepted accounting principles. The board of directors should in 
all circumstances be entitled to rely upon reasonably current financial statements 
prepared on the basis of generally accepted accounting principles in determining 
whether or not the balance sheet test of section 640 (3) (b) has been met, unless 
the board is then aware that it would be unreasonable to rely on the financial 
statements because of newly-discovered or subsequently arising facts or circum-
stances. But section 640 does not mandate the use of generally accepted accounting 
principles; it only requires the use of accounting practices and principles that 
are reasonable in the circumstances. While publicly-owned corporations subject to 
registration under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 must, and many other cor-
porations in fact do, utilize financial statements prepared on the basis of gener-
ally accepted accounting principles, a great number of smaller or closely-held 
corporations do not. Some of these corporations maintain records solely on a tax 
accounting basis and their financial statements are of necessity prepared on that 
basis. Others prepare financial statements that substantially reflect generally 
accepted accounting principles but may depart from them in some respects (e.g., 
footnote disclosure). These facts of corporate life indicate that a statutory 
standard of reasonableness, rather than stipulating generally accepted accounting 
principles as the normative standard, is appropriate in order to achieve a reason-
able degree of flexibility and to accommodate the needs of the many different 
types of business corporations which might be subject to these provisions, includ-
ing in particular closely-held corporations. Accordingly, the revised Model Act 
contemplates that generally accepted accounting principles are always "reasonable 
in the circumstances" and that other accounting principles may be perfectly ac-
ceptable, under a general standard of reasonableness, even if they do not involve 
© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works. 
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the "fair value" or "current value" concepts that are also contemplated by section 
640 (4) • 
b. Other principles. Section 640(4) specifically permits determinations to be 
made under section 640 (3) (b) on the basis of a fair valuation or other method that 
is reasonable in the circumstances. Thus the statute authorizes departures from 
historical cost accounting and sanctions the use of appraisal and current value 
methods to determine the amount available for distribution. No particular method 
of valuation is prescribed in the statute, since different methods may have valid-
ity depending upon the circumstances, including the type of enterprise and the 
purpose for which the determination is made. For example, it is inappropriate in 
most cases to apply a "quick-sale liquidation" method to value an enterprise, par-
ticularly with respect to the payment of normal dividends. On the other hand, a 
"quick-sale liquidation" valuation method might be appropriate in certain circum-
stances for an enterprise in the course of reducing its asset or business base by 
a material degree. In most cases, a fair valuation method or a going-concern basis 
would be appropriate if it is believed that the enterprise will continue as a go-
ing concern. 
Ordinarily a corporation should not selectively revalue assets. It should con-
sider the value of all of its material assets, whether or not reflected in the 
financial statements (e.g., a valuable executory contract). Likewise, all of a 
corporation's material obligations should be considered and revalued to the extent 
appropriate and possible. In any event, section 640(4) calls for the application 
under section 640 (3) (b) of a method of determining the aggregate amount of assets 
and liabilities that is reasonable in the circumstances. Section 640(4) also 
refers to some "other method that is reasonable in the circumstances." This phrase 
is intended to comprehend within section 640(3) (b) the wide variety of possibilit-
ies that might not be considered to fall under a "fair valuation" or "current 
value" method but might be reasonable in the circumstances of a particular case. 
S. PREFERENTIAL DISSOLUTION RIGHTS AND THE BALANCE SHEET TEST. Section 
640(3) (b) provides that a distribution may not be made unless the total assets of 
the corporation exceed its liabilities plus the amount that would be needed to 
satisfy any shareholder's superior preferential rights upon dissolution if the 
corporation were to be dissolved at the time of the distribution. This requirement 
in effect treats preferential dissolution rights of shares for distribution pur-
poses as if they were liabilities for the sole purpose of determining the amount 
available for distributions, and carries forward analogous treatment of shares 
having preferential dissolution rights from earlier versions of the Model Act. In 
making the calculation of the amount that must be added to the liabilities of the 
corporation to reflect the preferential dissolution rights, the assumption should 
be made that the preferential dissolution rights are to be established pursuant to 
the articles of incorporation, as of the date of the distribution or proposed dis-
tribution. The amount so determined must include arrearages in preferential di-
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vidends if the articles of incorporation require that they be paid upon the dis-
solution of the corporation. In the case of shares having both a preferential 
right upon dissolution and other nonpreferential rights, only the preferential 
right should be taken into account. The treatment of preferential dissolution 
rights of classes of shares set forth in section 640 (3) (b) is applicable only to 
the balance sheet test and is not applicable to the equity insolvency test of sec-
tion 640 (3) (a). The treatment of preferential rights mandated by this section may 
always be eliminated by an appropriate provision in the articles of incorporation. 
6. TIME OF MEASUREMENT. Section 640(5) (c) provides that the time for measuring 
the effect of a distribution for compliance with the equity insolvency and balance 
sheet tests for all distributions not involving the reacquisition of shares or the 
distribution of indebtedness is the date of authorization, if the payment occurs 
within 120 days following the authorization; if the payment occurs more than 120 
days after the authorization, however, the date of payment must be used. If the 
corporation elects to make a distribution in the form of its own indebtedness, un-
der section 640(5) (b) the validity of that distribution must be measured as of the 
time of distribution, unless the indebtedness qualifies under section 640(7). 
Section 640(5) (a) provides a different rule for the time of measurement when the 
distribution involves a reacquisition of shares. See below, Application to Reac-
quisition of Shares -- Time of measurement. 
7. RECORD DATE. Section 640(2) fixes the record date (if the board of direct-
ors does not otherwise fix it) for distributions other than those involving a 
reacquisition of shares as the date the board of directors authorizes the distri-
bution. No record date is necessary for a reacquisition of shares from one or more 
specific shareholders. The board of directors has discretion to set a record date 
for a reacquisition if it is to be pro rata and to be offered to all shareholders 
as of a specified date. 
8. APPLICATION TO REACQUISITION OF SHARES. The application of the equity in-
solvency and balance sheet tests to distributions that involve the purchase, re-
demption, or other acquisition of the corporation's shares creates unique prob-
lems; section 640 provides a specific rule for the resolution of these problems as 
described below. 
a. Time of measurement. Section 640(5) (a) provides that the time for measuring 
the effect of a distribution under section 640(3), if shares of the corporation 
are reacquired, is the earlier of (i) the payment date, or (ii) the date the 
shareholder ceased to be a shareholder with respect to the shares, except as 
provided in section 640(7). 
b. When tests are applied to redemption-related debt. In an acquisition of its 
shares, a corporation may transfer property or incur debt to the former holder of 
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the shares. The case law on the status of this debt is conflicting. However, 
share repurchase agreements involving payment for shares over a period of time are 
of special importance in closely-held corporate enterprises. Section 640(5) 
provides a clear rule for this situation: the legality of the distribution must be 
measured at the time of the issuance or incurrence of the debt, not at a later 
date when the debt is actually paid, except as provided in section 640(7). Of 
course, this does not preclude a later challenge of a payment on account of re-
demption-related debt by a bankruptcy trustee on the ground that it constitutes a 
preferential payment to a creditor. 
c. Priority of debt distributed directly or incurred in connection with a reac-
quisition of shares. Section 640(6) provides that indebtedness created to ac-
quire the corporation's shares or issued as a distribution is on a parity with the 
indebtedness of the corporation to its general, unsecured creditors, except to the 
extent subordinated by agreement. General creditors are better off in these situ-
ations than they would have been if cash or other property had been paid out for 
the shares or distributed (which is proper under the statute), and no worse off 
than if cash had been paid or distributed and then lent back to the corporation, 
making the shareholders (or former shareholders) creditors. The parity created by 
section 640(6) is logically consistent with the rule established by section 640(5) 
that these transactions should be judged at the time of the issuance of the debt. 
d. Treatment of certain indebtedness. Section 640(7) provides that indebted-
ness need not be taken into account as a liability in determining whether the 
tests of section 640(3) have been met if the terms of the indebtedness provide 
that payments of principal or interest can be made only if and to the extent that 
payment of a distribution could then be made under section 640. This has the ef-
fect of making the holder of the indebtedness junior to all other creditors but 
senior to the holders of all classes of shares, not only during the time the cor-
poration is operating but also upon dissolution and liquidation. It should be 
noted that the creation of such indebtedness, and the related limitations on pay-
ments of principal and interest, may create tax problems or raise other legal 
questions. 
Although section 640(7) is applicable to all indebtedness meeting its test, re-
gardless of the circumstances of its issuance, it is anticipated that it will be 
applicable most frequently to permit the reacquisition of shares of the corpora-
tion at a time when the deferred purchase price exceeds the net worth of the cor-
poration. This type of reacquisition will often be necessary in the case of busi-
nesses whose value derives principally from existing or prospective net income or 
cash flow rather than from net asset value. In such situations, it is anticipated 
that net worth will grow over time from operations so that when payments in re-
spect of the indebtedness are to be made the two insolvency tests will be satis-
fied. In the meantime, the fact that the indebtedness is outstanding will not 
prevent distributions that could be made under subsection (3) if the indebtedness 
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The financial amendments in the new Model Act are based on the premise that the 
elaborate structure of rules in earlier versions such as our prior IDAHO Act did 
not actually provide any realistic protection to creditors or senior securities 
holders. 
These prior rules are also extremely technical and complex and subject to manip-
ulation, so that the intended protections often prove to be more apparent than 
real. These new Model Act provisions recognize that the most significant practical 
protection is the prohibition against distributions when the corporation is in-
solvent or would be rendered insolvent. In addition, the new Model Act retains a 
simplified balance sheet test. 
This new section of 640 of the Model Act expands upon existing standards to de-
termine the legality of distributions to shareholders. Subsection (3) prohibits 
any distribution if, after giving it effect, the corporation would not be able to 
pay its debts as they become due in the usual course of business (the "equity 
solvency" test) or the corporation's total assets would be less than the sum of 
its total liabilities plus the amount of any liquidation preferences of sharehold-
ers whose preferential rights are superior to the rights of the distributees (the 
"balance sheet" test). These two tests were already embodied in prior law (see 
prior Idaho Code §§ 30-1-46(a) and (b), respectively). However, subsection (4) ex-
pands upon the balance sheet test in subsection (3) (b) by authorizing the board of 
directors to base a determination as to the legality of a distribution on account-
ing practices and principles that are reasonable in the circumstances or on a fair 
valuation or other method that is reasonable in the circumstances. Under this pro-
vision, a board could (for example) legally approve a distribution based upon a 
write-up of assets to fair market value or, in the case of a service business, a 
discounted cash flow valuation, even if liabilities might exceed assets under gen-
erally accepted accounting principles. 
I. C. § 30-1-640 
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RODERICK C. BOND, ISB No. 8082 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
FILED 
lIB dlL lZ Pl\ 'f 19 
o. weEKS C)_ ~ 
i!;t DiS T. i')""\)U\r- U 
• \.l 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TA YLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
2nd AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK C. BOND 
DATED JULY 22,2009, IN SUPPORT OF 
REED TAYLOR'S MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM OF 
LAW IN SUPPORT OF 
RECONSIDERATION 
I. AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK C. BOND 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Roderick C. Bond, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, one of the 
attorneys for the plaintiff in the above-entitled action, and make this Affidavit based upon my 
2nd AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK BOND DATED 7/22/2009 - 1 OR'G\ Al~qO 
personal knowledge. 
2. Attached as Exhibit 1 are true and correct copies of documents pertaining to 
Senate Bill No. 1069, which was the Legislature of the State of Idaho's Bill adopting the 
corporation code in existence in 1995, specifically including I.C. § 30-1-6. My firm obtained 
these documents from the Idaho Legislative Services Documents Service. 
3. On page 1, the Bill notes that a basis for the legislation was "TO PROVIDE FOR 
THE RIGHT OF THE CORPORATION TO ACQUIRE AND DISPOSE OF ITS OWN 
SHARES." 
4. On the page marked "S" on the lower right hand comer, the Statement of Purpose 
references the intent to provide "flexibility of management and structure of corporations ... " 
5. On the page marked "T" on the lower right hand comer (which are the minutes of 
the house judiciary, rules & administration committee, the documents show that Mickey 
Trunbow was a guest. As the court is well aware and as attached to the Affidavit of Scott Bell, 
the opinion letter provided to Reed Taylor was provided by the knowledge of Richard Riley and 
Mickey Turnbow. Both of these attorneys were and are considered preeminent corporate 
transaction attorneys in Idaho. Nowhere in the attached documents does it state that it is illegal 
or unlawful, let alone an illegal contract, for a corporation to redeem its~hares. 
, / 
DATED: This 22nd day of July, 2009. 
/7~ 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Roderick C. Bond, declare that, on the date indicated below, I served a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing (wi the attached Exhibit 1) on the following parties via the methodes) 
indicated below: 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Attorney for Defendants JoLee Duclos and 
Bryan Freeman 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorney for R. John Taylor 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
1106 Idaho St. 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorney for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Attorneys for AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and 
Crop USA Insurance Agency 
James 1. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, 500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago,IL 60661-2511 
Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance Agency 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
2nd AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK BOND DATED 7/22/2009 - 3 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
324 Main Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorneys for AlA Services 401 (k) Plan 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered - Via Messenger 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Signed this 22nd day of July, 2009, at Lewiston, Idaho. ,-, I 
IIr 
Roderick C. Bon 
j 
l 
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Legislature of the State of lucihoJ 















































IN THE SENATE 
SENATE BILL NO. 1069 
BY JUDICI~Y AND RULES COMMITTEE 
AN ACT 
RELATING TO GENERAL BUSINESS CORPORATIONS; REPEALING 
CHAPTERS I, 3, AND 5, TITLE 30 1 AND SECTION 30-902, 
IDAHO CODE; AMENDING TITLE 30, IDAHO CODE, BY THE 
ADDITION OF A NEW CHAPTER I, TITLE 30, IDAHO CODE, TO 
PROVIDE A SHORT TITLE, TO PROVIDE DEFINITIONS, TO 
PROVIDE PURPOSES OF THE CHAPTER, TO PROVIDE FOR GENERAL 
POWERS OF CORPORATIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR. INDEMNIFICATION 
OF OFFICERS, DIRECTORS, EMPLOYEES AND AGENTS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR THE RIGHT OF A CORPORATION TO ACQUIRE AND DISPOSE OF 
ITS OWN SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR THE DEFENSE OF ULTRA 
VIRES, TO PROVIDE FOR A CORPORATE NAME, TO PROVIDE FOR A 
RESERVED NAME, TO PROVIDE FOR A REGISTERED NAME, TO 
PROVIDE FOR RENEWAL OF A REGISTERED NAME, TO PROVIDE FOR 
A REGISTERED OFFICE AND A REGISTERED AGENT, TO PROVIDE 
FOR A CHANGE OF REGISTERED OFFICE OR REGISTERED AGENT, 
TO PROVIDE FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS ON A CORPORATION, TO 
PROVIDE FOR AUTHORIZED SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR ISSUANCE 
OF SHARES OF PREFERRED OR SPECIAL CLASSES IN SERIES, TO 
PROVIDE FOR SUBSCRIPTIONS FOR SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR 
CONSIDERATION FOR SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR PAYMENT FOR 
SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR ASSESSMENT AND SALE OF SHARES, TO 
PROVIDE FOR STOCK RIGHTS AND OPTIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT OF STATED CAPITAL 1 TO PROVIDE 
FOR THE EXPENSES OF ORGANIZATION, REORGANIZATION AND 
FINANCING, TO PROVIDE FOR CERTIFICATES REPRESENTING 
SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR A RESTRICTION ON TRANSFER OF 
SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR FRACTIONAL SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR 
LIABILITY OF SUBSCRIBERS AND SHAREHOLDERS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR SHAREHOLDERS' PREEMPTIVE RIGHTS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
BYLAWS, TO PROVIDE FOR MEETINGS OF SHAREHOLDERS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR NOTICE OF SHAREHOLDERS' MEETINGS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR CLOSING OF TRANSFER BOOKS AND FOR FIXING A RECORD 
DATE, TO PROVIDE FOR A VOTING RECORD, TO PROVIDE FOR 
QUORUM AND VOTING REQUIREMENTS FOR SHAREHOLDERS' 
MEETINGS, TO PROVIDE FOR VOTING OF SHARES AND PROXIES, 
TO PROVIDE FOR VOTING TRUSTS AND AGREEMENTS AMONG 
SHAREHOLDERS, TO PROVIDE FOR A BOARD OF DIRECTORS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR THE NUMBER AND ELECTION OF DIRECTORS, TO 
PROVIDE THAT CLASSIFICATION OF DIRECTORS IS NOT ALLOWED, 
TO PROVIDE FOR FILLING VACANCIES, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
REMOVAL OF DIRECTORS, TO PROVIDE FOR QUORUM AND VOTING 
REQUIREMENTS FOR DIRECTORS' MEETINGS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
DIRECTOR CONFLICTS OF INTEREST 1 TO PROVIDE FOR AN 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE AND OTHER COMMITTEES, TO PROVIDE FOR 
I~A 
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DIRECTORS WITHOUT A MEETING, TO PROVIDE FOR DIVIDENDS, 
TO PROVIDE FOR DISTRIBUTIONS FROM CAPITAL SURPLUS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR LOANS TO EMPLOYEES AND DIRECTORS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR LIABILITY OF DIRECTORS IN CERTAIN CASES, TO PROVIDE 
FOR PROVISIONS RELATING TO ACTIONS BY SHAREHOLDERS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR OFFICERS, TO PROVIDE FOR REMOVAL OF 
OFFICERS, TO PROVIDE FOR BOOKS AND RECORDS, ' TO PROVIDE 
FOR INCORPORATORS, TO PROVIDE FOR ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR FILING OF ARTICLES OF 
INCORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF ISSUANCE OF 
THE CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR AN 
ORGANIZATION MEETING OF DIRECTORS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
RIGHT TO AMEND ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR 
A PROCEDURE TO AMEND ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, TO 
PROVIDE FOR CLASS VOTING ON AMENDMENTS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
ARTICLES OF AMENDMENT, TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF THE 
CERTIFICATE OF AMENDMENT, TO PROVIDE FOR RESTATED 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR AMENDMENT OF 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION IN REORGANIZATION PROCEEDINGS, 
TO PROVIDE A RESTRICTION ON REDEMPTION OR REPURCHASE OF 
REDEEMABLE SHARES, TO PROVIDE FOR CANCELLATION OF 
REDEEMABLE SHARES BY REDEMPTION OR PURCHASE, TO PROVIDE 
FOR CANCELLATION OF OTHER REACQUIRED SHARES, TO PROVIDE 
FOR REDUCTION OF STATED CAPITAL IN CERTAIN CASES, TO 
PROVIDE SPECIAL PROVISIONS RELATING TO SURPLUS AND 
RESERVES, TO PROVIDE A PROCEDURE FOR MERGER, TO PROVIDE 
A PROCEDURE FOR CONSOLIDATION, TO PROVIDE A PROCEDURE 
FOR SHARE EXCHANGE, TO PROVIDE FOR APPROVAL BY 
SHAREHOLDERS, TO PROVIDE FOR ARTICLES OF MERGER, 
CONSOLIDATION OR EXCHANGE, TO PROVIDE FOR THE MERGER OF 
A SUBSIDIARY CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF A 
MERGER, CONSOLIDATION OR EXCHANGE, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
MERGER, CONSOLIDATION OR EXCHANGE OF SHARES BETWEEN 
DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN CORPORATIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
SALE OF ASSETS IN THE REGULAR COURSE OF BUSINESS AND THE 
MORTGAGE OR PLEDGE OF ASSETS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE SALE OF 
ASSETS OTHER THAN IN THE REGULAR COURSE OF BUSINESS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR THE RIGHT OF SHAREHOLDERS TO DISSENT AND 
OBTAIN PAYMENT FOR SHARES, TO PROVIDE PROCEDURES FOR 
PROTECTION OF DISSENTERS' RIGHTS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
VOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION BY INCORPORATORS OR INITIAL 
DIRECTORS, TO PROVIDE FOR VOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION BY 
CONSENT OF SHAREHOLDERS, TO PROVIDE FOR VOLUNTARY 
DISSOLUTION BY ACT OF THE CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR 
PROCEDURES AFTER APPROVAL OF DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR 
REVOCATION OF VOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION PROCEDURES, TO 
PROVIDE FOR ARTICLES OF DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR 
.FILING OF DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR INVOLUNTARY 
DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR NOTIFICATION TO THE ATTORNEY 

























































GENERAL, TO PROVIDE FOR VENUE AND PROCESS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR THE JURISDICTION OF COURTS TO LIQUIDATE ASSETS AND 
BUSINESS OF A CORPORATION r TO PROVIDE FOR PROCEDURE IN 
LIQUIDATION OF CORPORATION BY A COURT r TO PROVIDE FOR 
QUALIFICATIONS OF RECEIVERS, TO PROVIDE FOR FILING OF 
CLAIMS IN LIQUIDATION PROCEEDINGS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
DISCONTINUANCE OF LIQUIDATION PROCEEDINGS, TO PROVIDE 
FOR A DECREE OF INVOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION r TO PROVIDE FOR 
FILING A DECREE OF DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR DEPOSIT 
WITH THE STATE TREASURER OF THE AMOUNT DUE CERTAIN 
SHAREHOLDERS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE SURVIVAL OF REMEDY 
AFTER DISSOLUTION, TO PROVIDE FOR ADMISSION OF A FOREIGN 
CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR POWERS OF A FOREIGN 
CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE CORPORATE NAME OF A 
FOREIGN CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR A CHANGE OF NAME BY 
A FOREIGN CORPORATION r TO PROVIDE FOR THE APPLICATION 
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY BY A FOREIGN CORPORATION, 
TO PROVIDE FOR THE FILING OF THE APPLICATION FOR A 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY/ TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF A 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY r TO PROVIDE FOR A REGISTERED 
OFFICE AND A REGISTERED AGENT OF A FOREIGN CORPORATION/ 
TO PROVIDE FOR A CHANGE OF A REGISTERED OFFICE OR 
REGISTERED AGENT OF A FOREIGN CORPORATION/ TO PROVIDE 
FOR SERVICE OF PROCESS ON A FOREIGN CORPORATION, TO 
PROVIDE FOR AMENDMENT TO ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION OF A 
FOREIGN CORPORATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE MERGER OF A 
FOREIGN CORPORATION AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN 
THIS STATE/ TO PROVIDE FOR AN AMENDED CERTIFICATE OF 
AUTHORITY, TO PROVIDE FOR THE WITHDRAWAL OF A FOREIGN 
CORPORATION/ TO PROVIDE FOR FILING OF AN APPLICATION FOR 
WITHDRAWAL, TO PROVIDE FOR THE REVOCATION OF A 
CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY/ TO PROVIDE FOR THE ISSUANCE OF 
A CERTIFICATE OF REVOCATION, TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
APPLICATION OF THIS CHAPTER TO CORPORATIONS HERETOFORE 
AUTHORIZED TO TRANSACT BUSINESS IN THIS STATE/ TO 
PROVIDE FOR TRANSACTING BUSINESS WITHOUT A CERTIFICATE 
OF AUTHORITY/ TO PROVIDE FOR AN ANNUAL REPORT OF 
DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN CORPORATIONS/ TO PROVIDE FOR THE 
FILING OF ANNUAL REPORTS/ TO PROVIDE FOR FEES AND 
CHARGES TO BE COLLECTED BY THE SECRETARY OF STATE, TO 
PROVIDE FOR FEES FOR FILING DOCUMENTS AND ISSUING 
CERTIFICATES, TO PROVIDE FOR MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES, TO 
PROVIDE FOR A FRANCHISE TAX PAYABLE BY DOMESTIC AND 
FOREIGN CORPORATIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE COLLECTION OF 
THE FRANCHISE TAX AND ITS PRIORITY OVER THE CORPORATE 
INCOME TAX, TO PROVIDE FOR EXEMPT CORPORATIONS, TO 
PROVIDE FOR NEW CORPORATIONS, THE PRORATION OF THE 
MINIMUM TAX, AND FOR NOTICE TO THE TAX COMMISSION, TO 



































PROVIDE FOR THE CONSEQUENCES OF FORFEITURE, TO PROVIDE 
FOR TRUSTEES FOR FORFEITED CORPORATIONS AND THE 
CONTINUANCE OF CERTAIN ACTIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
REINSTATEMENT OF CORPORATIONS, TO PROVIDE FOR 
DISSOLUTION OF CORPORATIONS TEN YEARS AFTER FORFEITURE, 
TO PROVIDE FOR A REFUND OF THE FRANCHISE TAX, TO PROVIDE 
FOR CERTIFICATES AND CERTIFIED COPIES TO BE RECEIVED IN 
EVIDENCE, TO PROVIDE THAT FORMS BE FURNISHED BY THE 
SECRETARY OF STATE, TO PROVIDE FOR GREATER VOTING 
REQUIREMENTS, TO PROVIDE FOR WAIVER OF NOTICE, TO 
PROVIDE FOR ACTION BY SHAREHOLDERS WITHOUT A MEETING, TO 
PROVIDE FOR LIABILITY FOR UNAUTHORIZED ASSUMPTION OF 
CORPORATE POWERS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE APPLICATION OF THIS 
ACT, TO PROVIDE FOR THE APPLICATION OF THIS ACT TO 
FOREIGN AND INTERSTATE COMMERCE, TO PROVIDE FOR A 
RESERVATION OF POWER, TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF THE 
REPEAL OF PRIOR ACTS, TO PROVIDE FOR THE EFFECT OF THE 
INVALIDITY OF PART OF THIS ACT, AND TO PROVIDE FOR 
REFERENCES TO REPEALED LAWS; REPEALING SECTION 63-3025, 
IDAHO CODE; AMENDING SECTION 63-2025A, IDAHO CODE, TO 
STRIKE REFERENCES TO REPEALED SECTION 63-3025, IDAHO 
CODE; AMENDING SECTION 67-910, IDAHO CODE, TO INCREASE 
CERTAIN FEES AND TO STRIKE REFERENCE TO CERTAIN FEES 
CHARGED BY THE SECRETARY OF STATEi REPEALING SECTION 
67-911, IDAHO CODE; REPEALING CHAPTER 6, TITLE 30, IDAHO 
CODE; PROVIDING EFFECTIVE DATES FOR THE SECTIONS OF THE 
ACT, AND THE EFFECT ON CORPORATIONS WHICH FILE FOR 
ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION OR A CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY 
IN FISCAL YEAR 1981. 
30 Be It Enacted by the Legislature of the state of Idaho: 
31 SECTION 1. That Chapters I, 3, and 5, Title 30, and 






SECTION 2. That Title 30, Idaho Code, 
lS hereby amended by the addition thereto 
to be known and designated as Chapter I, 
Code, and to read as follows: 
38 CHAPTER 1 
39 BUSINESS CORPORATIONS 
be, and the same 
of a NEW CHAPTER, 
Title 30, Idaho 
40 30-1-1. SHORT TITLE. This act shall be known and may be 
41 ci ted as the 11 Idaho Business Corporation Act. II 
42 
43 
30-1-2. DEFINITIONS. As used in this act, unless the 
context otherwise requires, the term: 
2
nd 






























































(a) II Corporation II or \I domestic corporation II means a 
corporation subject to the provisions of this act, except a 
foreign corporation. 
(b) "Foreign corporation ll means a corporation organized 
under laws other than the laws of this state. 
(c) II Articles of incorporation" mean the original or 
restated articles of incorporation or articles of 
consolidation and all amendments thereto, including articles 
of merger. 
(d) II Shares II mean the units into which the proprietary 
interests in a corporation are divided. 
(e) "Subscriber" means one who subscribes for shares in 
a corporation, whether before or after incorporation. 
(f) "Shareholder" means one who is a holder of record 
of shares in a corporation and is synonymous with the term 
II stockholder. II I f the articles of incorporation or the 
bylaws so provide, the board of directors may adopt by 
resolution a procedure whereby a shareholder of the 
corporation may certify in writing to the corporation that 
all or a portion of the shares registered in the name of 
such shareholder are held for the account of a specified 
person or persons. The resolution shall set forth (1) the 
classification of shareholder who may certify, (2) the 
purpose or purposes for which the certification may be made, 
(3) the form of certification and information to be 
contained therein, (4) the number of days before or after 
any record date or date of closing of the stock transfer 
books, by which time the certification must be received by 
the corporation to be effective for the record date or date 
of closing of the stock transfer books, and (5) such other 
provisions with respect to the procedure as are deemed 
necessary or desirable. Upon receipt by the corporation of a 
certification complying with the procedure, the persons 
specified in the certification shall be deemed, for the 
purpose or purposes set forth in the certification, to be 
the holders of record of the number of shares specified ln 
place of the shareholder making the certification. 
(g) If Authorized shares" mean the 'shares of all classes 
which the corporation is authorized to issue. 
(h) "Treasury shares" mean shares of a corporation 
which have been issued, have been subsequently acquired by 
and belong to the corporation, and have not, either by 
reason of the acquisition or thereafter, been cancelled or 
restored to the status of authorized but unissued shares. 
Treasury shares shall be deemed to be Ifissued ll shares, but 
not "outstanding" shares. 
( i) "Net assets II mean the amount by which the total 
assets of a corporation exceed the total debts of the 
corporation. 
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(j) "Stated capital" means, at any particular time, the 
sum of (1) the aggregate par value of all shares of the 
corporation having a par value that would have been issued, 
(2) the amount of the consideration received by the 
corporation for all shares of the corporation without par 
value that have been issued, except such part of the 
consideration therefor as may have been allocated to capital 
surplus in a manner permitted by law, and (3) such amounts 
not included in clauses (1) and (2) of this paragraph as 
have been transferred to stated capital of the corporation, 
whether upon the issuance of shares as a share dividend or 
otherwise, minus all reductions from such sum as have been 
effected in a manner permitted by law. 
(k) IISurplus ll means the excess of the net assets of a 
corporation over its stated capital. 
(1) "Earned surplus II means the portion of the surplus 
of a corporation equal to the balance of its net profits, 
income, gains and losses from the date of incorporation, or 
from the latest date when a deficit was eliminated by an 
application of its capital surplus or stated capital or 
otherwise, after deducting subsequent distributions to 
shareholders and transfers to stated capital and capital 
surplus to the extent such distributions and transfers are 
made out of earned surplus. Earned surplus shall include 
also any portion of surplus allocated to earned surplus in 
mergers, consolidations, or acquisitions of all or 
substantially all of the outstanding shares or of the 
property and assets of another corporation, domestic or 
foreign. 
(m) "Capital surplus" means the entire surplus of a 
corporation other than its earned surplus. 
(n) "Insolvent" means inability of a corporation to pay 
its debts as they become due in the usual course of its 
business. 
(0) "Employee" includes officers but not directors. A 
director may accept duties which make him also an employee. 
(p) "Nonproductive mining corporation" means a 
corporation whose specific purposes or objects are limited 
to mining, although its generally stated powers may extend 
beyond mining. To be classified as nonproductive in anyone 
fiscal year, the corporation must neither be actually 
engaged in any business other than mining nor own any 
producing mines at any time during the entire fiscal year. 
44 30-1-3. PURPOSES. Corporations may be organized under 
45 this act for any lawful purpose or purposes, except that, 
46 where special provision is made by law for the preparation, 
47 contents, and filing of articles of incorporation of 
48 designated classes of corporations, such corporations shall 
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be organized under the special provisions and not hereunder. 
30-1-4. GENERAL POWERS. Each corporation shall have 
power: 
(a) To have perpetual succession by its corporate name 
unless a limited period of duration is stated in its 
articles of incorporation. 
(b) To sue and be sued, complain and defend, in its 
corporate name. 
(c) To have a corporate seal which may be altered at 
pleasure, and to use the same by causing it, or a facsimile 
thereof, to be impressed or affixed or in any other manner 
reproduced. 
(d) To purchase, take, receive, lease, or otherwise 
acquire, own, hold, improve, use and otherwise deal in and 
with, real or personal property, or any interest therein, 
wherever situated. 
(e) To sell, convey, mortgage, pledge, lease, exchange/ 
transfer and otherwise dispose of all or any part of its 
property and assets. 
(f) To lend money and use its credit to assist its 
employees. 
(g) To purchase, take, receive, subscribe for, or 
otherwise acquire, own, hold, vote, use, employ, sell, 
mortgage, lend, pledge, or otherwise dispose of, and 
otherwise use and deal in and with, shares or other 
interests in, or obligations of, other domestic or foreign 
corporations, associations, partnerships, or individuals, or 
direct or indirect obligations of the United states or of 
any other government, state, territory, governmental 
district or municipality or of any instrumentality thereof. 
(h) To make contracts and guarantees and incur 
liabilities, borrow money at such rates of interest as the 
corporation may determine, issue its notes, bonds, and other 
obligations, and secure any of its obligations by mortgage 
or pledge of all or any of its property, franchises and 
income. 
(i) To lend money for its corporate purposes, invest 
and reinvest its funds, and take and hold real and personal 
property as security for the payment of funds so loaned or 
invested. 
(j) To conduct its business, carryon its operations 
and have offices and exercise the powers granted by this 
act, within or without this state. 
(k) To elect or appoint officers and agents of the 
corporation, and define their duties and fix their 
compensation. 
(1) To make and alter bylaws, not inconsistent with its 
articles of incorporation or with the laws of this state, 
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for the administration and regulation of the affairs of the 
corporation. 
(m) To make donations for the public welfare or for 
charitable, scientific or educational purposes. 
(n) To transact any lawful business which the board of 
directors shall find will be in aid of governmental pOlicy. 
(0) To pay pensions and establish pension plans, 
pension trusts, profit sharing plans, stock bonus plans, 
stock option plans and other incentive plans for any or all 
of its directors, officers and employees. 
(p) To be a promoter, partner, member, associate, or 
manager of any partnership, joint venture, trust or other 
enterprise. 
(q) To have and exercise all powers necessary or 
convenient to effect its purposes. 
16 30-1-5. INDEMNIFICATION OF OFFICERS, DIRECTORS, 
17 EMPLOYEES AND AGENTS. (a) A corporation shall have power to 
18 indemnify any person who was or is a party or is threatened 
19 to be made a party to any threatened, pending or completed 
20 action, suit or proceeding, whether civil, criminal, 
21 administrative or investigative (other than an action by or 
22 in the right of the corporation) by reason of the fact that 
23 he is or was a director, officer, employee or agent of the 
24 corporation, or is or was serving at the request of the 
25 corporation as a director, officer, employee or agent of 
26 another corporation, partnership, joint venture, trust or 
27 other enterprise, against expenses (including attorneys' 
28 fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in settlement 
29 actually and reasonably incurred by him in connection with 
30 such action, suit or proceeding if he acted in good faith 
31 and in a manner he reasonably believed to be in or not 
32 opposed to the best interests of the corporation, and, with 
33 respect to any criminal action or proceeding, had no 
34 reasonable cause to believe his conduct was unlawful. The 
35 termination of any action, suit or proceeding by judgment, 
36 order, settlement, conviction, or upon a plea of nolo 
37 contendere or its equivalent, shall not, of itself, create a 
38 presumption that the person did not act in good faith and in 
39 a manner which he reasonably believed to be in or not 
40 opposed to the best interests of the corporation, and, with 
41 respect to any criminal action or proceeding, had reasonable 
42 cause to believe that his conduct was unlawful. 
43 (b) A corporation shall have power to idemnify any 
44 person who was or is a party or is threatened to be made a 
45 party to any threatened, pending or completed action or suit 
46 by or in the right of the corporation to procure a judgment 
47 in its favor by reason of the fact that he is or was a 
48 director, officer, employee or agent of the corporation, or 
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is or was serving at the request of the corporation as a 
director, officer, employee or agent of another corporation, 
partnership, joint venture, trust or other enterprise 
against expenses (including attorneys' fees) actually and 
reasonably incurred by him in connection with the defense or 
settlement of such action or suit if he acted in good faith 
and in a manner he reasonably believed to be in or not 
opposed to the best interests of the corporation and except 
that no indemnification shall be made in respect of any 
claim, issue or matter as to which such person shall have 
been adjudged to be liable for negligence or misconduct in 
the performance of his duty to the corporation unless and 
only to the extent that the court in which such action or 
suit was brought shall determine upon application that, 
despite the adjudication of liability but in view of all 
circumstances of the case, such person is fairly and 
reasonably entitled to indemnity for such expenses which 
such court shall deem proper. 
(c) To the extent that a director, officer, employee or 
agent of a corporation has been successful on the merits or 
otherwise in defense of any action, suit or proceeding 
referred to in subsections (a) or (b) hereof, or in defense 
of any claim, issue or matter therein, he shall be 
indemnified against expenses (including attorneys' fees) 
actually and reasonably incurred by him in connection 
therewith. 
(d) Any indemnification under subsections (a) or (b) of 
this section (unless ordered by a court) shall be made by 
the corporation only as authorized in the specific case upon 
a determination that indemnification of the director! 
officer! employee or agent is proper in the circumstances 
because he has met the applicable standard of conduct set 
forth in subsections (a) or (b). Such determination shall 
be made (1) by the board of directors by a majority vote of 
a quorum consisting of directors who were not parties to 
such action! suit or proceeding, or (2) if such a quorum lS 
not obtainable! or! even if obtainable a quorum of 
disinterested directors so directs, by independent legal 
counsel in a written opinion, or (3) by the shareholders. 
(e) Expenses (including attorneys' fees) incurred in 
defending a civil or criminal action, suit or proceeding may 
be paid by the corporation in advance of the final 
disposition of such action, suit or proceeding as authorized 
in the manner provided in subsection (d) upon receipt of an 
undertaking by or on behalf of the director, officer! 
employee or agent to repay such amount unless it shall 
ultimately be determined that he is entitled to be 
indemnified by the corporation as authorized in this 
section. 
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(f) The indemnification provided by this section shall 
not be deemed exclusive of any other rights to which those 
idemnified may be entitled under any bylaw, agreement, vote 
of shareholders or disinterested directors or otherwise, 
both as to action in his official capacity and as to action 
in another capacity while holding such office, and shall 
continue as to a person who has ceased to be a director, 
officer, employee or agent and shall inure to the benefit of 
the heirs, executors and administrators of such a person. 
(g) A corporation shall have power to purchase and 
maintain insurance on behalf of any person who is or was a 
director, officer, employee or agent of the corporation, or 
is or was serving at the request of the corporation as a 
director, officer, employee or agent of another corporation, 
partnership, joint venture, trust or other enterprise 
against any liability asserted against him and incurred by 
him in any such capacity or arising out of his status as 
such, whether or not the corporation would have the power to 
indemnify him against such liability under the provisions of 
this section; provided that banks, savings and loan 
associations and credit unions chartered under the laws of 
the state of Idaho may provide indemnification only by 
lnsurance. 
(h) For the purposes of this section, the term 
"corporation" includes, in addition to the resulting 
corporation, all constituent corporations and their 
predecessors absorbed in a consolidation or merger, which, 
if separate existence had continued, would have had power 
and authority to indemnify its directors, officers, 
employees, or agents. 
31 30-1-6. RIGHT OF CORPORATION TO ACQUIRE AND DISPOSE OF 
32 ITS OWN SHARES. A corporation shall have the right to 
33 purchase, take, receive or otherwise acquire, hold, own, 
34 pledge, transfer or otherwise dispose of its own shares, but 
35 purchases of its own shares, whether direct or indirect, 
36 shall be made only to the extent of unreserved and 
37 unrestricted earned surplus available therefor, and, if the 
38 articles of incorporation so permit or with the affirmative 
39 vote of the holders of a majority of all shares entitled to 
40 vote thereon, to the extent of unreserved and unrestricted 
41 capital surplus available therefor. 
42 To the extent that earned surplus or capital surplus is 
43 used as the measure of the corporation's right to purchase 
44 its own shares, such surplus shall be restricted so long as 
45 such shares are held as treasury shares, and upon the 
46 disposition or cancellation of any such shares the 
47 restriction shall be removed pro tanto. 
48 Notwithstanding the foregoing limitation, a corporation 



















































may purchase or otherwise acquire its own shares for the 
purpose of: 
(a) Eliminating fractional shares. 
(b) Collecting or compromising indebtedness to the 
corporation. 
(c) Paying dissenting shareholders entitled to payment 
for their shares under the provisions of this act. 
(d) Effecting, subject to the other provisions of this 
act, the retirement of its redeemable shares by redemption 
or by purchase at not to exceed the redemption price. 
No purchase of or payment for its own shares shall be 
made at a time when the corporation is insolvent or when 
such purchase or payment would make it insolvent. 
30-1-7. DEFENSE OF ULTRA VIRES. No act of a corporation 
and no conveyance or transfer of real or personal property 
to or by a corporation shall be invalid by reason of the 
fact that the corporation was without capacity or power to 
do such act or to make or receive such conveyance or 
transfer, but such lack of capacity or power may be 
asserted: 
(a) In a proceeding by a shareholder against the 
corporation to enjoin the doing of any act or the transfer 
of real or personal property by or to the corporation. If 
the unauthorized act or transfer sought to be enjoined is 
being, or is to be, performed or made pursuant to a contract 
to which the corporation is a party, the court may, if all 
of the parties to the contract are parties to the proceeding 
and if it deems the same to be equitable, set aside and 
enjoin the performance of such contract, and in so doing may 
allow to the corporation or to the other parties to the 
contract, as the case may be, compensation for the loss or 
damage sustained by either of them which may result from the 
action of the court in setting aside and enjoining the 
performance of such contract, but anticipated profits to be 
derived from the performance of the contract shall not be 
awarded by the court as a loss or damage sustained. 
(b) In a proceeding by the corporation, whether acting 
directly or through a receiver, trustee, or other legal 
representative, or through shareholders in a representative 
suit, against the incumbent or former officers or directors 
of the corporation. 
(c) In a proceeding by the attorney general, as 
provided in this act, to dissolve the corporation, or in a 
proceeding by the attorney general to enjoin the corporation 
from the transaction of unauthorized business. 
30-1-8. CORPORATE NAME. The corporate name: 
(a) Shall contain the word "corporation," "company,1I 
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9b1JV 
S1065aaH MOBILE HOMES - Adds to ex;", law to provide for 
1 andlord-tenant relat i ons between owners and renters of lots 
in mob ile home yards . 
By .. . ... .. .. .. ... .. . . . . . . . . . .. .... . .. .. .. . .. Comme rce & Labor 
2/7 Senate in tro - 1st rdg - to printing 
218 Rpt prt - t o Comm/Lab 
2128 Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
3/1 2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3/6 3rd rdg - PASSED - 22-l3-D 
NAYS-Ba r ker, Brads haw. Budye. Carter. Craig, Crystal . 
Little. Ri cks , Swenson , Van Engelen, Verner~ Watkins , 
Williams 
ABSENT-D 
Title apvd - to House 
3/7 House intra - 1st rdg - to Bus 
3/23 Rpt out - to Gen Ord 
3/23 Rpt out amen - to 1st rdg as amen 
3/24 1st rdg - to 2nd rdg as amen 
S1066 CRIMINAL OFFENSES AND PROCEDURES - Repeals and amends 
existing law to establish procedures for arrest of a person 
charged with any crime in another state. 
By .. . . . ... . .. . . ... ... .. . . . . ... . .. . ..... . .. . Judi ci ary & Rul es 
2/8 Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
2/9 Rpt prt - to Jud 
51067 IDAHO CODE - Amends existing law to allow the Secre-
tary of State to designate places, in addition to Boise, for 
deli very of t he Idaho Code. and to exempt the Idaho Code 
Account from provisions of the State Budget Law . 
By .. . .. ....... .. ... . .. ..... ... . .. . ..... . ... Judicial·y & Rules 
218 Senate i ntro - 1st rdg - to printing 
219 Rpt prt - to Jud 
3/3 Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
3/5 2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3/7 3rd rdg - PASSED - 35-0-0 
NAYS-O 
ABSENT-O 
Title apvd - to House 
3/8 House intro ~ 1st rdg - to Jud 
3/22 Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3/ 23 3rd rdg - PASSED - 67-1-2 
NAYS-Ries 
ABSENT-Chatbur n. Re ardon 
Title apvd - to Senate 
304 To enrol - rpt enrol - Pres signed - Sp signed 3 26 To Governor 
3/ 29 Governor signed 
Session Law Chapter 157 
Effective: 3-29-79 
51068 MALPRACTICE - Amends existing law to provide that the 
cause of action in a legal malpractice case shall start 
accruing when the injured pa r ty knows or should have been 
put on inquiry about the condition complained of . 
By . . ..... . . . ............ . .. .. ... . ... . ...... Judiciary & Rules 
2/ B Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
2/9 Rpt pr t - to Jud 
S1069 CORPORATIONS - Repeals, amends, and adds to existing 
law to adopt a recodification of the corporat i on laws . 
By ", ." . .. . .. .. . .. .. . ..... . . , . .. .. . ... . ... Judiciary & Rules 
2/8 Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
2/9 Rpt prt - to Jud 
2/13 Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
2/14 2nd rdg - to 3rd r dg 












ABSENT -Merr I , 
Title apvd - to House 
House intro - 1st rdg ·- to Jud 
Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3rd rdg - PASSED - 42- 20-8 
NAYS-Antone, Barlow, Bateman, Braun . Chatb ul'r 
Danielson, Hollifield. Horsch. lnfanger, McLaughlir 
Neibaur, Reardon, Ries, Scanlin, Sessions. Spu r ge or 
Stephenson, Stoicheff. Tibbitts, Winchester 
ABSENT-Brooks. Bunting, Golder, Kearnes .· K ell ~ 
McDermott. Miner, Reynolds 
Title apvd - to Senate 
To enrol 
Rpt enrol - Pres s igned 
Sp Signed 
To Gove r nor 
Governor signed 
Session Law Chapter 105 
Effective: Sections 1, 3. 4, 5 & G: 7-1-79 
Secti n n 7 : 7~ ~J!1 ; Section 2: l.:l..}.2. EXCEPT C0 
Seetinn, 30· 1·130 , 30· 1-131, 30·1 · 132 & 3(1 , 1·13 
7: 1. ·llP.; 3 (). 1 . 1 2 5, 3 0· 1 . I 26 , 3 O· I . 13 3, 30· 1 . 1 3 ·" 3 O· 1 . I ~ 
30·1·136,30·1 · 137 & 30·1·138: :!:.I.:E. 
51070 TAX AND TAXATI ON - Amends existing law to i ncrease 
credit or refund against Idaho i ncome tax from $15.00 
$25.00 for those who file an income tax return . 
By ; .. .. .. ... ......... . .. . . . . .. ... Local Government & Ta xati 
2/ 8 Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
2/9 Rpt prt - to Loc Gov 
S1071 PROPERTY - Adds to existing law to require record i 
of real property conveyances when property i s sold for pre 
erty tax purposes . 
By . . ... .. ...... .. .. . ... . ... .. .. . . Local Governmen t & Taxa t · 
2/8 Senate intro - 1st rdg - to pr i nt i ng 
2/9 Rpt prt - to Loc Gov 
S1072 DOGS - Amends existing law to permit kil ling 
impounded dogs without a license, after 3 days . 
By . .. . . .... . ... . ... . .. ... . . ... . . . Local Government & Ta xa t 
2/8 Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
2/9 Rpt prt - to Loc Gov 
3/8 Rpt out - rec dip - to 2nd rdg 
3/9 2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3/9 Rls susp - FAILED - 7- 26-2 
AYES-Barker, Crystal, Hartv i gse n. 
Watkins. Williams 
ABSENT- Chase, Swenson 
. To Secretary of Senate 
High , Lee 
S1073 DAY CARE CENTERS - Repeals, amends. and adds to exi 
ing law to require licensing for day care centers and gl 
day care homes . 







Senate intro - 1st rdg - to printing 
Rpt prt - to HEW 
Rpt out - w/o rec - to 2nd rdg 
2nd rdg - to 3rd rdg 
3rd rdg - PASSED - 19-16-0 
NAYS-Abrahams, Bilyeu, Bradshaw, Budge , Cr 
Crystal. Egbert, Leese, Merrill. Ricks, St 
Swenson, Van Engelen, Watkins, Williams, Yarbrough 
ABSENT-O 
Title apvd - to House 
House intro - 1st rdg - to Health/Wel 
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S /00 C; 
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE 
The. e.wting Idaho BLL6ine.6J., CoftpoJta.:t.i.on Ac.:t w:.:t6 ado p:te.d in 19 Z 9 
and e.aJlL<. e.Jr.., and il hM b e.e.n am end e.d ve.Jr..y LU:tt e. .6 inc. e :tha.:t .:tUn e. • In 
ftec.en:t ye.a.Jr.1>, :the. e.wtiYlg .taw.hM naile.d :to mee.:t :the. ne.ed;., 0 n :the. mode;tn 
bU!.>ineJ.,J., (1JoJr...td and hM hampe.Jr..e.d bLL6ine.6J., e.6 whic.h inc.oftpoJr..a.:te. in Idaho. 
TIL-i...6 bill wouJ.d ftep.tac.e. :the ant.i.qu.a.:te.d e.wting .taw wilh a 
to:toUy new BLL6ineJ.,J., COftpofta.Uon Ac.:t de.6.-i.gned :to c.OMec.:t :the pftob.te.mIJ 
06 :the. o.td .taw. Thi.6 bill ~ bMe.d on :the. Mode..t BLL6ine.6J., COftpofta.tion 
Ac.:t whic.h ~ in e.66e.c.:t in a gfte£L.t majoJr...-i.:ty 06 :the. J.,:t.a.te.6. I:t wou.J:d, 
.the.Jr..e6ofte., make. Idaho' J., !a.wJ.:, UM60ftm and pftedic.:ta.b.te. :to po:te.ntia..t 
bLL6ineJ.,J., u whic.h may du.-i.Jr..e. :to domeJ.,tic.a.:te. in :the. J.,:t.a.te.. 
Ge.ne.Jr..a.Uy .the. bill'IJ advaYLtage.6 ove.Jr.. :the. e.wting .taw Me. M 
OoUOWf., : (7) I:t pftovideJ., guidanQe. 60ft :the. .-i.n:te.Jr..na..t 9 ov e.Jr..n.me.n:t 06 
QOftpoJr..a.tiOM; (2) I:t e.nhanQe.!J 6.te.ub..i.1...Uy 06 mana.ge.me.n:t aYld .6btuc.;tuAe 
o 6 c.OItpOltaUo n..6 i (3) I:t.-i.n..6 uJr.. e.!J and d e.:ta.ili :th e. ftig hU 0 6 m.{.noJr...-i.:ty 
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money for the Secretilry of State and to provide 
earlier delivery e£ Code compilation to counties 
and cities. 
Moved by Risch, seconded by Mitchell, that RS4252 
be introduced. By voice vote, the ~otion ci1rri~~. 
Senator Mitc~ell asked unanimous consent that 
RS4237 be brought before the committee at this ti;ne 
for introduction consideri1tion. There being no 
obj cction, it \'laS so ~rdcred. 
ru:::Ll\':'I~;G TO G=~mR1\L BUSInESS CO~POP~7I.TIC):iS 
Seni1 tor t·li tchcll e)~pl3.ined that he \wulJlike to 
see this bill introduced for print so that it can 
be circulated to interested parties as soon as 
possible. Moved by Mitchell, seconded by Hartvigscn, 
that RS4237 he introduced. By voice vote, the 
motion carrieL1. 
nELATING TO CORPOPJ\.TIO:1S FOR PH.OVISIO~l OF PROF:SSSIO:1J\L 
SERVICr:;S At this time the committee had hefore it ._--
for consideration Sl044. 
Moved by Mitchell, seconded by Klein, that Sl044 
be sent out of committee \vith a do pass recoTI1..'TIendat.ic;,. 
By voice vote, the motion carrie~. 
Senator Mitchell was asked to be the sponsor for 
Sl044. 
Committee adjourned at 
22:1.40 .m. ~II 
" 7' . I ;./ , . ,r; -a~Lr.,i j #/. I 
- ------'-1'.--/---------
___ ~.-d.~ ~-<--,.'tA_~--, 
l'1arcia l'linzeler f S'2cretary 
CHARD S. HIGHeJdirman 
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Senator Mitchell asked unanimous consent that Sl069 
be before the committee for considerCltion at this 
time. There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
RELATI!'1G TO GENERAL BUSINESS CORPORATIO:1S 
Senator Klein stClted that'she is still concerned about 
the section on filing fees and feels the old fee 
system as it is in present law should be retained. 
Terry Crapo responded for the Idaho Law Foundation. 
JIestated that the biggest concern about the present 
filing fee law is that it is unconstitutional and 
that the advantage of the option selected by the co:nmittc 
is that it is based on the volume of corporation busines:c .• 
Moved by Senator Klein, seconded by Senator Hartvigsen, 
that Sl069 be sent to the floor '.'lith the recorn:mendation 
that it be placed on the 14th order for amendment. 
(Intent: To amend out Option 3 (filing fees) and 
reinstate original fee section) 
Moved by Senator Mitchell, seconded by Senator Dobler, 
that Sl069 be sent out of committee with a do pass 
recommendation as it is presently \vritten. By a five 
to three vote, the substitute motion carried. 
Senator Mitchell was asked to be the sponsor for 
Sl069. 
RELATING TO THE TERri OF OFFICE OF COUNTY PROSECUTORS 
A Joint Resolution relating to the term of office of 
the county prosecutors of the various counties by 
increasing ·the term of office from two to four yeClrs. 
The statement of purpose for RS4248 says liThe purpose 
of this proposal is to bring the term of office of t~e 
Prosecutin~ Attorney in the State of Ida~o into line 
with the terms of office of other county elected officic:" 
Cy Rood of the Prosecutors Association stated this 
legislation is brought to the committee from the 
Association. 
RELATI:1G TO ASSAULT A:m BATTERY - To prohibit and 
define 2ssaults, batteries, aggravated assaults, 
aggravated batterie!iOr assaults Hith intent to commit 
a serious felony, batteries with the intent to co~nit 
a serious. felony, the felonious administering of drugs, 
abuses of school teachers, and to prescribe the 
penalti2s for violations. Pat Kole of the Ada County 
Prosecutor's Office explained the purpose of this 
proposed legislation. 
After a discussion of problem areas in the bill, 
Mr. Kole said the proposed legislation will be written 
and brought back before the commi ttec. Chairma:1 I!iCJh 
requested t!1at a. Hritten statement be furnished toOLY' 
2nd AFFIDAVITiffiF-lR.CIDERKlI<afi~ DA1REl:lJI22¢:2:00§}on from current laT,y -,ITC)() 
c 
3) He pointed out that the restrictions in the oricJinal legislation 
greatly restricts the number of individuals it:. '<lOultI apply to. lie 
indicated thilt on the basis of last yt:ar's statistics the inanda-
tory minimum sentence \.ould have applied in only Quout 30 cases 
statewide. He indicated that under R~p. Wesche's amendments it 
would probably be limited to 3 or 4 cases. He felt this would 
limit its deterrent effect. 
William Tway, representing a commi ttee appo'inted by the Bar 
Assn. to study the legal ramifications of H 118 spoke to the cbm-
mittee in opposition to the bill, pointing out what he felt were 
serious legill problems. !Ie said that the corrunittee should note 
that there is no place in the bill that says a judge is required 
to impose that sentence. He could still suspend the sentence. 
He'indicated that the sentence raises serious constitutional 
problems because of the wording of the constitutional amendment. 
He also claimed the Sectioh 19-2520 is an enhancement statute and 
could be considered dual sentencing. He also raised the problem 
of separation of powers between the legislative alld judicial branches 
of government. He indicilted that this legislation does not amend 
the withheld judgment statute. 
Rep. HcDermott said that she was sure the question would be 
asked as to .why the Bar Assn.',has not come up with some positive 
legislation to suggest to the committee. Rep. Stivers indicated 
.that this issue has been discussed since last year and yet the 
Bar .Assn. has not corne. forth with anything. ~1r. Tway indicated 
that.by the next session, the Bar Assn. ,,,ould COr.le up with a 
revised criminal code which would include this type of legislation. 
Cy Rood, of the Prosecuting Attorneys Assn. spoke briefly to 
the committee in support of H 118. Mr. Rood indicated that any-
time you get four attorneys together you will have five arguments 
on either side of an issue. He indicilted that he felt the amend-
ments would emasculate the bill that it would remove the very thing 
you want to enact by this bill. He also indica ted that t1r. Tway 1 s 
argument of dual sentencing was not valid in that the court in 
Idaho had repeatedly upheld the habitual criminal statute which is 
in effect the s'ame as the additional sentence in H 118. 
ION Rep. Ungricht moved that H 118 be sent to the floor with a 
1069 
"do pass" recommendation as is. Hotion seconded by Rep. Harris. 
Rep. Wesche made a SUbstitute motion that II 118 be sent to 
the floor to be placed on General Orders witharnendments attached. 
Motion seconded by McDermott. AYE: Wesche, Smith, McDermott, 
Marley. NAY: Stivers, Boyd, Harris, Paxman, Ungricht. The motion 
failed. 
Chairman Stivers asked for a roll call vote on the original 
motion. AYE: Stivers, smith, Boyd, Harris, Paxman, Ungricht. 
NAY: Wesche, 1-1cDermott, Harley. The motion ·carried. . 
Corporation Code. This legislation was. supported in testimony 
by Prof. Jim ~1acDonald and attorneys, Kaye 0' Riordan and Everett 
Wohlers, whri explained the technical aspects of the bill to the 
corrunittee. Hr. Ray Dolland, representing the life insurance 
companies testified that they were in opposition to the portion 
of the law that requires boards of directors to be elected every 
year instead of serving staggered terms. He indicated that this 
type of requirement paved the way for hostile takeovers of life 
insurance companies by other compnnies 'because of their cash re-
serves and other aspects of life insurance that makes them very 
desirable because of the cash availability, in these days of short 
cash. 





Chairman stivers them asked if any of the .:.ttlo:cncl's yc:t 
to speak were from out 0f town. The only one from out of town 
appeared to be Hr •. McDon.:-Jd and he wasallowecl to respond to 
Mr. Bolland;·· Then the Chairman asked that S 1069 be continued 
until .the next ·cornmi ttee meeting on Thursui.lY, t·lardl If uJ:ld 
also asked Senator Klein :If she could attend at that time. She 
indicated that she could. 
Rep.· 1-1i:::Detmott: moved that the meeting be .adjourned. !'lotion 
seconded by Rep.· U·ngricht.. The motion carried. The meeting \-las 
~djourned at 6~25P.M . 
. : 
.Jdl/tij7 
T. W. S'rIVERS, CHAIH1·1AN 
~ '.;" ", i .-, 
:-
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The meeting was cialled to order by Chairman Stivers at 














Senator Klein, Randy Smith, Everett Wohlers, Mickey 
Turnbow 
Rep. Ungricht moved that the minutes be approved as written. 
!4otion seconded by Rep. Smith. The motion carried. 
Recodification of the corporate law. Randy Smith appeared 
before the committee to testify on the second hearing on S 1069 
for this committee. He testified that following the committee 
hearing of Tuesday, he should make it clear what the Bar Assn. 
committee's feelings were on this Senate bill. He indicated that 
the Bar Committee felt that this would be one of the best bills 
that could pass the legislature this session. He indicated that 
it is really needed and the beauty of the legislation is in its. 
simplicity. He discussed more in depth the area of controversy 
at the last.meeting, which was the classification of directors. 
He indicated that the Bar Committee has not 'taken a hard and fast 
position on this issue and either way that is decided to go will 
not hurt the bill and he wanted to make sure the committee under-
stood that the Bar Committee was taking a neutral position in this 
area and' certainly did not want the bill jeopardized by this con-
flict. He also discussed the issue of the fee schedule. 
Senator Klein then spoke to the committee. She emphasized 
that she was before the committee just for herself and not as a 
representative for the Senate Judiciary Committee. She discussed 
her concerns in changing the law from the current situation, parti-
cularly in the area of classification of directors and in the fee 
schedule. .she emphasized repeatedly that she felt that the current 
situation was fair and simple and that corporations knew what was 
expected because they had been ope~ating this way for years. 
Everett Wohlers spoke again briefly to the co~nittee explain-
ing again the franchise tax system and the alternatives. 
Cha.irman Stivers indicated that he felt the committee should' 
let this matter germinate until the next meeting and then decide 
amongst themselves what course to take. Rep. Harris indicated that 
he h~d several routing service numb~rs that were trailer or follow 
up legislation for this senate bill. Some of them were alternatives, 
some of them ,,'ere clean up. Rep. \'lesche asked if the committee 
could have copies of all these routing service so they could look 
them over, along with Senator Klein's suggested amendments. 
Chairman stivers also said he \vould like to commend those 
pe6ple who had worked so long and hard to prepare this legislation. 
lIe silid he understood what a monumental task it was and he wanted 
it known that it was greatly appreciated by this cOl1unittee and the 
Legislature. . . 
IT OF RODERICK BOND DATED 7/22/2009 
HOTION· 
( 
. Rep. Harris indica ted that he concurred with the Chairman IS 
suggestion that the committee members take this. information with 
them and have time to digest it. He also indicated that he hoped 
the minutes would reflect the Chairman's commendation to the 
commi.ttee that had worked so very hard in preparing this legisla-
tion. 
There was some further brief discussion by the committee on 
the various routing service numbers. 
Rep. Harris moved the meeting be adjourned. Motion ·seconded 
by Rep. Smith. The motion carried and the meeting was adjourned 
at 5:00 P.M. 
T. W. STIVERS, CHAIRMAN 
2nd AFFID VII OF RODERICK BOND DATED 7/22/2009 





Corporation Code recodific'"tion. ~:r:m. Harris explained that 
the coromi teee hild hCi1rd com;j cll~l:ablc ttYS timony on this bill and 
he said thnt he felt it ~ould probably be best to have S 1069 ~o 
through as it is presently \yritten. lIe indicated that this repre-
sents a monumental \lOck by the Law Founduttion and again repeilted 
they should be thanked for th~ tremendous work they have done. 
He pointed out that nlthough tLere al:e some minor changes thilt 
need to be taken care of, it was the fe.eling that it would be 
better to take care of that through a trailer bill rather than 
to confuse t.he issue by attaching a" lot of amendments to the bill. 
There followed an explanation of what the various changes were and 
that they would be incorporated into one bill. Rep. Ungricht in-
dicated that she was concerned about the section that is to be 
repealed (Section 37 in the bill) and. that she was especially con-
'cerned that somehow if that "ere not passed it 'would cause problems 
for those "lho expressed concern with that portion of the bill. 
Rep. Stivers and Harris explained that that section's repeal 
would be includ~d in the one cleanup bill. that would follow S 1069. 
Rep. Ungricht moved that S 1069 be sent to the floor with a 
"do pass" recomlnenda tion. Motion seconded by Rep. Horvath. The 
motion carried. 
Rep. Harris moved that RS 4505, 4521 and 4550 be combined 
and printed as one bill and be sent to Ways and Means for intro-
duction. Rep. Wesche pointed out that he felt it would be better 
to have the bills combin~d by legislative council before sending 
them to Ways and Means. Chairman Stivers asked Rep. Harris and 
Rep. Nesche to take care of combining the routing service numbers 
into one bill. 
Rep. Ungricht moved that the meeting be adjourned. Hotion 
seconded by Rep. Harris. Motion carried. 
T. W. STIVERS, CHAIRHAN 
2nd AFFID VII OF RODERICK BOND DATED 7/22/2009 
FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 






AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TA YLOR, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof, ) 
BRIAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE ) 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 











REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant. ) 
Taylor v. AlA, et al. 
Opinion & Order on Motion for Reconsideration and 
Rule 54(b) Certification 
CASE NO. CV07-00208 
OPINION AND ORDER 
ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
FOR RECONSIDERATION AND 
CLARIFICATION OF COURT'S 
GRANT OF PARTIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT; CLARIFICATION 
OF RULING ON MOTIONS 
TO STRIKE; ALTERNATIVE MOTION 
FOR RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION; 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
PROTECT PROPERTY AND FOR 
STAY 
This matter is before the Court on Plaintiff s Motion for Reconsideration and 
Clarification of the Court's Grant of Partial Summary Judgment, Clarification of Ruling on 
Motions to Strike, Alternative Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification, Motion for Order to Protect 
Property and Motion to Stay. A hearing on the Motion was held on July 23,2009. Plaintiff 
Reed Taylor was represented by attorney Roderick C. Bond. Defendants AlA Services 
Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. were represented by attorney Gary D. Babbitt. Defendant 
R. John Taylor was represented by attorney Michael E. McNichols. Defendants Connie Taylor, 
James Beck and Corrine Beck were represented by attorney David R. Risley. Defendants Jolee 
Duclos and Bryan Freeman were represented by attorney David A. Gittens. Intervenor 401 (k) 
Profit Sharing Plan was represented by attorney Charles A. Brown. The Court, having read the 
motion, briefs, and affidavits submitted by the parties, having heard oral arguments of counsel 
and being fully advised in the matter, hereby renders its Opinion. 
BACKGROUND 
In 1995, Reed Taylor and AlA Corporation entered into a stock redemption agreement 
wherein AlA purchased all of Reed Taylor's stock in the corporation. Reed, as the founder of 
the corporation, was the majority stockholder. The stock redemption agreement included a 
number of terms, among them that Reed Taylor would receive a $5 million promissory note 
payable in ten (10) years. The agreement was restructured in 1996 for reasons not relevant to the 
instant analysis. Approximately three years after the promissory note was due but remained 
unpaid, Reed Taylor brought the above-entitled action. To date, numerous motions have been 
brought before the Court in the matter, including a motion for partial summary judgment filed by 
Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck, joined by the remaining Defendants. 
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The Motion asserted the 1995 Agreement was unlawful and therefore unenforceable under the 
illegality doctrine, as the agreement violated I.C. § 30-1-6 as it existed in 1995. In June 2009, 
this Court granted Defendants' partial summary judgment motion. The Court found none of the 
Defendants had standing to raise the illegality doctrine but that, under Idaho case law, the Court 
had a duty to raise and address the issue sua sponte and to determine whether the agreement was 
entered in contravention of Idaho Code, rendering it unlawful and unenforceable. Plaintiff now 
moves the Court to reconsider its ruling. 
STANDARD ON MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION 
A motion for reconsideration pursuant to I.R.C.P. 11(a)(2)(B) allows the moving party to 
bring new facts to the attention of the court, but does not require the motion to include new facts. 
"In our view, the case law applying Rule 11(a)(2)(B) permits a party to present new evidence 
when a motion is brought under that rule, but does not require that the motion be accompanied 
by new evidence." Johnson v. Lambros, 143 Idaho 468, 472,147 P.3d 100 (Ct.App.2006). If 
new facts are the basis of the motion, it is the burden of the moving party to direct the court to 
any new facts the movant contends warrant reconsideration of the court's ruling. 
[A]n order granting summary judgment is an interlocutory order and subject to 
reconsideration pursuant to I.R.C.P. 11(a)(2)(B).ldaho First Natl. Bank v. David 
Steed & Assocs., 121 Idaho 356, 361, 825 P.2d 79,84 (1992). Second, when 
reviewing a motion for reconsideration, the district court "should take into 
account any new facts presented by the moving party that bear on the correctness 
of the interlocutory order. The burden is on the moving party to bring the trial 
court's attention to the new facts." Coeur d'Alene Mining Co. v. First Nat!. Bank, 
118 Idaho 812, 823, 800 P.2d 1026, 1037 (1990); see also David Steed & 
Assocs., Inc., 121 Idaho at 361,825 P.2d at 84 (trial court should have 
considered affidavit submitted with motion for reconsideration). 
Puckett v. Verska, 144 Idaho 161, 166, 158 P.3d 937 (2007). 
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ANALYSIS 
(A) PLAINTIFF'S ARGUMENTS FOR RECONSIDERATION 
Plaintiff first contends the Court should find the agreement enforceable based on theories 
of ratification, consent and/or acquiescence. Plaintiff contends the shareholders voted to redeem 
Reed Taylor's shares and therefore cannot now challenge the agreement as unlawful. Plaintiffs 
arguments, while not without merit, are without basis on motion for reconsideration as the Court 
clearly stated in its Opinion and Order that none of the Defendants had standing to challenge the 
agreement as unlawful. Rather, the Court found that once it possessed the knowledge that the 
agreement violated Idaho Code as it existed in 1995, under Idaho case law the Court had a duty 
to apply the illegality doctrine, find the agreement unenforceable, and leave the parties where the 
Court found them. The question is not one of standing, but only whether the stock redemption 
agreement violated Idaho Code, making the agreement unlawful and unenforceable. Plaintiff s 
reliance on Philips Petroleum Co. v. Rock Creek Mineral Co., 449 F.2d 664 (9th Cir. 1971) is 
misplaced as the statutory requirements for the transfer of corporate assets was met in that case, 
making it distinguishable from the case at hand. 
Plaintiff further contends that a shareholder vote to redeem Reed Taylor'S shares implied 
shareholder consent to draw from capital surplus for the purchase. The Court does not read the 
1995 version of I.C. § 30-1-6 so broadly. The statute provides for the redemption of shares "only 
to the extent of unreserved and unrestricted earned surplus available therefore, and, ... with the 
affirmative vote of the holders of a majority of all shares entitled to vote thereon, to the extent of 
unreserved and unrestricted capital surplus available". I.e. § 30-1-6. In 1995, when the 
shareholders of AlA voted to redeem Reed Taylors shares, the corporation had insufficient 
earned surplus for the purchase, yet no vote to draw from capital surplus was obtained from 
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shareholders as required by statute. Neither the redemption agreement itself nor the resolution 
designated the source of funds for the future promissory note payment. Such a substantial 
obligation cannot be incurred by implication. 
Plaintiff's second contention is that, even if unlawful, the agreement should be enforced 
as Reed Taylor was justifiably ignorant of the illegality of the agreement. The Court is not 
persuaded by Plaintiff's efforts to paint himself as an innocent and naIve party. Reed Taylor was 
the founder of AlA and, at the time the agreement was entered into, the majority shareholder. 
Reed Taylor was in a position to have intimate knowledge of the corporation's financial status. 
This is not a case where the parties to the agreement were not in pari delicto, as asserted by 
Plaintiff. If Reed Taylor was uninformed as to the financial status of his corporation, that was a 
voluntary choice on his part and is insufficient to make him an innocent party to the agreement. 
In further support of his claim of justifiable ignorance, Plaintiff contends he was deceived 
by counsel for the corporation. In a letter dated August 15,1995, counsel for AlA stated that, to 
the best of his knowledge, the stock redemption agreement violated no law or regulation. Reed 
Taylor was represented by a Washington attorney throughout the negotiations for, and entry into, 
the stock redemption agreement. As such, Reed Taylor was not in an inferior position or at a 
disadvantage as he had independent legal counsel to advise him regarding the statutory 
requirements for corporate redemption of shares. 
Plaintiff's third argument is that I.C. § 30-1-6 does not prohibit a corporation from 
purchasing its own shares. Plaintiff's statement is correct, but incomplete. As it existed in 1995, 
I.C. § 30-1-6 allowed a corporation to purchase it owns shares as long as the purchase price did 
not exceed the corporation's unreserved and unrestricted earned surplus available and, with the 
affirmative vote of the ho lders of a maj ority of all shares entitled to vote, to the extent of 
Taylor v. AlA, et al. 
Opinion & Order on Motion for Reconsideration and 
Rule 54(b) Certification 
5 
umeserved and unrestricted capital surplus available. The statute did not provide blanket 
approval for a corporation to purchase its own shares but conditioned that purchase. In the 
instant case, AlA had no earned surplus by which to redeem Reed Taylor's shares nor did it have 
the affirmative approval of the majority of shareholders to draw on capital surplus for the 
redemption of Reed's shares. Therefore, the redemption of Reed Taylor's shares violated the 
statute. 
Plaintiff s fourth argument for the enforceability of the agreement is a claim of 
constructive fraud. Plaintiff bases his claim on the opinion letter from corporate counsel stating 
that, to the best of counsel's knowledge, the stock redemption agreement violated no laws or 
regulations and on the representations of John Taylor as a corporate director that no laws or 
regulations were violated by the agreement. To prove fraud, including constructive fraud, a 
claimant must show a false statement of fact on which the hearer relied. Country Cove 
Development, Inc. v. May, 143 Idaho 595 (150 P.3d 288 (2006). The statements by corporate 
counsel and others that the stock redemption agreement did not violate any laws or regulations 
were offered as opinion, not fact. "Opinions and predictions cannot form the basis of a fraud 
claim because they do not speak to matters of fact." /d. at 601. Counsel for AlA expressed an 
opinion that no statute was violated by the stock redemption agreement, an opinion currently 
postulated to the Court by Plaintiff. Such an opinion was no more a statement of fact when 
expressed by corporate counsel in 1995 than it is now when asserted by Plaintiff. It is, simply, 
an opinion based on one's interpretation of law and cannot form the basis for a fraud claim. 
(B) PLAINTIFF'S REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL RULINGS 
Plaintiff contends the Court did not address whether the Defendants and 401 (k) Plan are 
intended beneficiaries of I.C. § 30-1-6. The Court finds it did address the issue, albeit in an 
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indirect manner. The Court first noted that in general, courts have held that stock repurchase 
statutes are designed to protect creditors and minority shareholders, a position consistently 
asserted by Plaintiff. The Court then noted that neither the Defendants nor the 401(k) Plan were 
creditors of AlA in 1995 and, therefore, the question to be answered was whether Defendants or 
the 401 (k) Plan were shareholders in 1995. The court found the 401 (k) Plan was not a 
shareholder in 1996. The Court then looked to the Defendants to determine who, if any, of the 
Defendants were shareholders in 1995. Clearly, given that stock repurchase statutes are 
generally held to protect only creditors and minority shareholders, any of the Defendants that 
were minority shareholders in July 1995 would be intended beneficiaries ofLC. § 30-1~6. The 
Court finds no additional analysis necessary relative to this issue. 
Next, Plaintiff contends the Court neglected to address the issue of whether JoLee Duclos 
and Brian Freeman, in their capacity as individual Defendants, have standing to challenge the 
stock redemption agreement as unlawful. The Court recognizes it failed to address the standing 
question in regards to Ms. Duclos and Mr. Freeman. After reviewing the record, the Court has 
found no evidence that Ms. Duclos or Mr. Freeman were shareholders in 1995 and, therefore, 
they are without standing to challenge the stock redemption agreement as unlawful. 
Finally, Plaintiff requests that the Court address those arguments asserted by Plaintiff that 
the Court ruled were moot given the Court's finding that the agreement violated I.C. § 30-1-6. 
The Court finds now, as it did in its earlier Opinion, that many of the arguments put forth by 
Plaintiff need not be addressed at this time. Therefore, the Court declines Plaintiff s invitation to 
expand the Court's opinion and ruling beyond that necessary to determine the issues that were 
before it. 
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(C) REQUEST FOR SPECIFIC RULINGS ON MOTIONS TO STRIKE 
On February 12,2009, Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck filed an 
Affidavit of Kenneth E. Hooper in support of their Motion for Summary Judgment. On the same 
date, Intervenor 401(k) Plan filed its Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Affidavit of 
Drew E. V oth in support of the motion. Mr. Hooper and Mr. Voth are certified public 
accountants whose affidavits were filed in an effort to establish that, in July 1995, AlA had no 
earned surplus from which it could redeem Reed Taylor's shares. On March 3, 2009, Plaintiff 
filed an Expert Affidavit of Paul E. Pederson in Opposition to Defendants' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment. l Mr. Pederson, like Mr. Hooper and Mr. Voth, is a certified public 
accountant who reviewed the audited financial statements and attempted to reconstruct the 
financial status of AlA in July 1995 in order to determine the amount of earned surplus held by 
AlA at the time the agreement was finalized. 
Motions to strike each of the expert affidavits, or portions thereof, were filed by various 
parties. The Court heard oral arguments on the motions on March 12,2009. The Court 
incorporated its ruling on the Motions to Strike in its June 2009 Opinion and Order on 
Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. However, in ruling on the motions, the 
Court merely stated it found inadmissible statements in each of the affidavits and, therefore, the 
Court would disregard those portions it found inadmissible. Plaintiff now seeks a more detailed 
ruling on the Motions to Strike. 
Attached to the Affidavit of Kenneth E. Hooper was a report prepared by him in which he 
provided his expert analysis and opinion regarding the financial status of AlA in 1995. The 
Court, after reviewing the report for admissible statements, considered the follow portions of the 
IOn April 9, 2009, Plaintiff filed an Amended and Restated Affidavit of Expert Paul E. Perderson. However, the 
Court did not consider the April 9, 2009 affidavit as it was not timely filed. 
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Q'&2! 
report: (a) Mr. Hoooper's qualifications; (b) the scope of his assignment; (c) Mr. Hooper's 
opinion that AlA had a negative earned surplus as of July 22, 1995 and July 1, 1996, as stated in 
the first paragraph on page 4 of Hooper's report. All portions ofthe report not specifically listed 
above were found to contain inadmissible or irrelevant statements and were not considered by 
the Court in ruling on the motion for partial summary judgment. 
The Court considered the following portions ofthe affidavit of Drew Voth filed by 
Intervenor 401(k) Plan: (a) paragraphs 1 and 2; (b) paragraph 4; (c) paragraph 8; and (d) 
paragraph 11. All portions of the affidavit not specifically listed above were found to contain 
inadmissible or irrelevant statements and were not considered by the Court in ruling on the 
motion for partial summary judgment. 
In response to the expert affidavits of Kenneth Hooper and Drew Voth, Plaintiff filed the 
expert affidavit of Paul E. Pederson. The Court considered only paragraphs 1 through 5 plus the 
chart shown at page 6 of the Pederson affidavit. All portions of the affidavit not specifically 
listed above were found to contain inadmissible or irrelevant statements and were not considered 
by the Court in ruling on the motion for partial summary judgment. 
(D) REQUEST FOR RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION 
The Court finds this matter ripe for appeal on certain of Plaintiff s claims. Therefore, the 
Court will enter an appropriate judgment setting forth those claims that are final as a result of the 
Court's grant of Defendants' partial summary judgment. 
(E) REQUEST FOR ORDER PROTECTING PROPERTY 
Plaintiff moves the Court for an extensive order to protect corporate assets and property 
pending appeal in the matter. Plaintiff has provided the Court with no legal basis for the Court to 
enter such an extensive order. Therefore, the Court declines. 
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(F) MOTION TO FILE SIXTH AMENDED COMPLAINT 
The parties are in agreement that Rule 54(b) certification is appropriate in order for 
Plaintiff to appeal the Court's ruling on Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary Judgment. 
Under Idaho Appellate Rule 13, an automatic stay of proceedings will go into effect upon the 
filing of the appeal. The Court finds that to proceed with a hearing for and possible filing of 
Plaintiff's Sixth Amended Complaint when an appeal and stay is anticipated by the parties would 
be contrary to the goal of judicial economy and efficiency and would unduly add to the cost of 
the litigation for all parties. 
ORDER 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration ofthe Court's grant of Defendants' Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment is hereby DENIED. 
Plaintiffs Motion for Order to Protect Property is hereby DENIED. 
Plaintiffs request to hear his Motion to file a Sixth Amended Complaint is, at this time, 
hereby DENIED. 
Plaintiffs Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification is hereby GRANTED. 
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RECONSIDERATION AND RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATION was 
L Mailed, by the undersigned at Lewiston, Idaho, this ~ay of August 2009, to: 
Roderick Bond 
7 So Howard St., Ste. 416 
Spokane W A 9920 I 
Gary Babbitt 
John Ashby 
PO Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
James Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles @ Brady LLP 
500 W Madison St., Ste 3700 
Chicago IL 60661-2511 
Michael McNichols 
PO Box 1510 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Michael Bissell 
7 So Howard St., Ste. 416 
Spokane W A 99201 
David Risley 
PO Box 446 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
David Gittins 
PO Box 191 
Clarkston W A 99403-0191 
Charles Brown 
PO Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Taylor v. AlA. et al. 
Opinion & Order on Motion for Reconsideration and 
Rule 54(b) Certification 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TH 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND OR TH 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, ) 
) CASE NO. CV07-00208 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
v. ) JUDGMENT 
) 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TA YLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof, ) 
BRIAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE ) 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 
. community property comprised thereof, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
CONNIE W. TAYLOR and JAMES BECK, 
Counterclaimants, 
v. 
REED 1. TAYLOR, a single person, 













On June 17,2009, the Court entered an Order granting Defendants' Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment after the Court found the 1995 stock redemption agreement between Reed 
Taylor and AlA Corporation was unlawful and unenforceable under the illegality doctrine where 
the agreement was entered into in violation of then existing I.C. § 30-1-6. Based on the Court's 
ruling, it is hereby the Order of the Court that the following Causes of Action found in Plaintiff's 
Fifth Amended Complaint are dismissed as to all Defendants: 
a) First Cause of Action - Breaches of Contract 
b) Third Cause of Action - MisrepresentationslFraud 
c) Fourth Cause of Action - Conversion 
d) Sixth Cause of Action - Constructive Trust 
e) Eighth Cause of Action Specific Performance 
f) Tenth Cause of Action - Breach of Implied Covenants of Good Faith and Fair 
Dealing 
The Judgment of the Court is hereby entered as to some, but not all, of Plaintiff's claims 
asserted in his Fifth Amended Complaint. The Court, nevertheless, directs that this is a final 
Judgment as to those claims listed above, finding there is no just reason for delay of such fina~ 
Judgment. 
Taylor v. AlA et at. 
Judgment 
Dated tlris -I-- day of September 2009. 
2 
RULE 54(b) CERTIFICATE 
With respect to the issues determined by the above Judgment, it is hereby CERTIFIED, 
in accordance with Rule 54(b), I.R.c.P., that the Court has determined that there is no just reason 
for delay of the entry of a final judgment and that the Court has and does hereby direct that the 
above judgment shall be a final judgment upon which execution may issue and an appeal may be 
taken as provided by the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
Taylor v. AlA et at. 
Judgment 
Dated this L day of September 2009. 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing Judgment was: 
__ hand delivered via court basket, or faxed 
_~v/:_ mailed, postage prepaid, by the undersigned at Lewiston, Idaho, this ~~ay of 
September, 2009, to: 
Roderick Bond 
7 S Howard St 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Michael S. Bissell 
7 S Howard St 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Michael E. McNichols ~~ 
Clements, Brown & McNichols 
PO Box 1510 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
David A. Gittins 
PO Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D John Ashby 
Hawley, Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
PO Box 1617 
Taylor v. AlA, et al. 
Judgment 4 
David R. Risley ~ 
Randall, Blake & Cox ~ 
PO Box 446 ~
Lewiston,ID 83501 
James Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles and Brady LLP 
300 North LaSalle St., Ste 4000 
Chicago IL 60654 
Charles Brown 
PO Box 1225 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
RODERICK C. BOND, ISB No. 8082 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
Attorneys for Appellant Reed Taylor 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED 1. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORA nON, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS AND THEIR ATTORNEYS; AND 
TO: AlA SERVICES CORPORA nON AND AIA INSURANCE, INC., AND THEIR 
ATTORNEYS GARY D. BABBITT AND D. JOHN ASHBY OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, 877 MAIN ST., SUITE 1000, BOISE, 
IDAHO 83701; 
TO: R. JOHN TAYLOR AND HIS ATTORNEYS MICHAEL E. McNICHOLS OF 
CLEMENTS BROWN & MCNICHOLS, P.A., 321 13TH ST., LEWISTON, 
IDAHO 83501; AND 
TO: CONNIE TAYLOR, JAMES BECK, AND CORRINE BECK AND THEIR 
ATTORNEYS DAVID R. RISLEY OF RANDALL, BLAKE & COX, 1106 
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IDAHO ST., LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501; AND 
TO: CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., AND ITS ATTORNEYS GARY D. 
BABBITT AND D. JOHN ASHBY OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & 
HAWLEY LLP, 877 MAIN ST., SUITE 1000, BOISE, IDAHO 83701 AND 
JAMES J. GATZIOLIS AND CHARLES HARPER OF QUARLES & BRADY 
LLP., 300 N. LaSALLE ST., SUITE 4000, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60654; AND 
TO: BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE DUCLOS AND THEIR ATTORNEYS 
DAVID A. GITTINS OF THE LAW OFFICES OF DAVID A. GITTINS, P.O. 
BOX 191, CLARKSTON, WASHINGTON 99403; AND 
TO: JOLEE DUCLOS, TRUSTEE AND THE AlA SERVICES CORPORATION 
401(k) PLAN AND THEIR ATTORNEYS CHARLES A. BROWN, 324 MAIN 
ST., LEWISTON, IDAHO 83501; AND 
TO: THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
A. The above named Appellant Reed J. Taylor appeals against the above-
named Respondents to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment certified by the trial 
court to be final as provided by Rule 54(b), I.R.C.P., entered in the above entitled action 
on the 4th day of September, 2009, the Honorable JeffM. Brudie presiding. 
B. Appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the Partial 
Judgment described in paragraph 1 above is an appealable Order under and pursuant to 
Rules 4 and 11 (a)(3), I.A.R. 
C. A preliminary statement of issues on appeal, which the Appellant intends 
to assert in this appeal are as follows; provided, the following list of issues is not 
exhaustive: 
1. Does a stock redemption agreement violate I.e. § 30-1-6 (1995) 
when the overwhelming majority of shareholders voted to approve having the 
shares redeemed as required by I.e. § 30-1-6 after full disclosure of the terms of 
the redemption were made prior to the vote? 
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2. Did the district court err by holding that, under its interpretation of 
I.C. § 30-1-6(1995), shareholders must approve a resolution expressly authorizing 
the use of capital surplus when the overwhelming majority of shareholders 
(excluding Reed Taylor) approved the redemption after full disclosure of the 
redemption terms and when shareholder vote under I.e. § 30-1-6 is only required 
when capital surplus will be utilized? 
3. Whether a redemption agreement that was found by the district 
court to violate I.C. § 30-1-6 (1995) and, consequently, an illegal contract should 
be enforced because the plaintiff (Reed Taylor) is not in pari delicto (not equally 
at fault) when, among other things: (1) the defendants and their attorneys made 
representations that the agreement was legal, the corporation had authority to 
enter into the agreement, and that all necessary shareholder approval and consents 
had been obtained; (2) the subsequent majority shareholder (R. John Taylor) was 
at the time of the redemption an attorney licensed to practice law in the state of 
Idaho, a member of the board of directors of the publicly traded Avista 
Corporation, an accountant, and held superior knowledge to plaintiff on the 
financial affairs of the corporation; (3) the wife (Connie Taylor) of the resulting 
majority shareholder at the time ofthe redemption and co-owner of husband's (R. 
John Taylor) shares was also licensed to practice law in Idaho and had clerked for 
over 2 years for a district court judge in Idaho County, Idaho prior to the 
redemption; (4) the corporation at the time of the redemption had in-house 
counsel (Daniel Spickler) who was licensed to practice law in the state of Idaho 
who was involved in the negotiations for the redemption and attended shareholder 
meetings and board meeting pertaining to the redemption; and (5) the corporation 
had outside counsel (Richard Riley and Mickey Turnbow) who were licensed to 
practice law in Idaho, involved in the negotiations and drafting of the redemption 
agreements, drafted board and shareholder resolutions, and who provided an 
opinion letter to plaintiff stating that the agreements did not violate any Idaho 
laws, that all required shareholder consents and approvals had been obtained, and 
that the agreements were enforceable, among other representations and opinions; 
and (6) the plaintiff (Reed Taylor) at the time of the redemption was not an 
attorney, had no college degree, had no knowledge of the earned or capital surplus 
requirements under I.C. § 30-1-6 (1995), had little knowledge of the financial 
affairs of the corporation, and was not represented in the redemption by an 
attorney licensed to practice law in the state ofIdaho? 
4. Should defendants have standing to attack a redemption agreement 
when the promised consideration cannot be paid but for the defendants' 
unlawfully transferring millions of dollars from the debtor corporation and its 
subsidiaries to themselves and other corporations formed and operated using 
funds which should have been paid to the creditor and are these same defendants 
intended beneficiaries of stock redemption statutes? 
5. Can a corporation or insider shareholders involved in the 
redemption of a shareholder's shares have the redemption agreements declared 
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illegal 13 years after the redemption and after they have unlawfully transferred 
millions of dollars from the corporation to themselves and other corporations? 
6. Assuming a stock redemption violates I.e. § 30-1-6 (1995), does 
such a violation constitute an illegal contract, particularly when the statute states 
that the corporation has a right to redeem its shares and no creditors have been 
harmed? 
7. Should insider shareholders who were involved with and behind 
the redemption of another shareholder's shares be estopped from asserting 
insufficient earned surplus in the redemption of the shares? 
8. Can the district court grant a party's motion sua sponte when it 
ruled the party does not have standing to assert the motion and without providing 
any notice the other party that it may grant the motion sua sponte prior to granting 
the motion? 
9. Can a district court make a finding that a contract is illegal without 
having all of the facts before it? 
10. Can a district court consider and rely upon an expert witness 
affidavit and other evidence submitted by an intervener without permitting the 
plaintiff an opportunity to conduct any discovery with the intervener or the 
intervener's expert witness, despite plaintiffs motions to compel discovery, and 
grant partial summary judgment against plaintiff relying upon such evidence? 
11. Can shareholders engineer a buyback scheme to redeem another 
shareholders shares in exchange for a promissory note and security interests, and 
then attack the redemption of the party's shares over 13 years after the transaction 
has taken place and after the subsequent majority shareholders have stolen 
millions of dollars of funds, trade secrets and other assets from the corporation? 
12. Can a district court grant partial summary judgment when the 
opposing party has numerous outstanding motions to compel documents and 
compel depositions, which such motions the district court never entered orders on 
despite requests by plaintiff's counsel? 
13. Assuming a contract is illegal between a corporation and a plaintiff 
(even though the corporation, its majority shareholder and outside counsel made 
representations that no laws would be violated and that all necessary approvals 
and consents had been obtained), should the contract be enforced under public 
policy when there were five (5) attorneys licensed to practice law in the state of 
Idaho on the defendants side of the transaction, the plaintiff was not represented 
by an attorney licensed in Idaho, and when two attorney who represented the 
corporation (who were licensed to practice law in Idaho) provided the plaintiff 
with an opinion letter stating that the redemption did not violate any laws in the 
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state of Idaho, the redemption agreements were enforceable, and that all necessary 
shareholder approval and consents had been obtained, among other 
representations and opinions? 
14. Does an attorney have a conflict of interest that requires him to 
withdraw or be disqualified if he is simultaneously representing three clients 
when one of his purported clients is a corporation in which all of its shares are 
pledged to a creditor, the creditor has voted the shares, the creditor has been 
preliminarily enjoined and the creditor may ultimately take control of the 
corporation if he is found to be wrongfully enjoined at which time the creditor 
would be entitled to all of the privileged information held by the attorney, 
including the privileged information held by the attorney which may related to the 
other two clients? 
15. Can a board of directors of a corporation with conflicts of interest 
consent to waive conflicts of interest which are not in the best interests of the 
corporation clients and which such conflicts of interest were not consented to by 
disinterested persons and without full disclosure to the shareholders? 
16. Is an attorney authorized to represent a corporation when the 
attorney knows that the insiders directing the litigation are accused of fraud, 
conversion, fraudulent conveyance, breaches of fiduciary duty and other torts 
which have caused millions of dollars in damages to the corporation when the 
attorney has full knowledge that no shareholder meetings have taken place for 
years, that the board is not properly seated and that persons required to be on the 
board are intentionally being denied the right to be on the board, and that the 
preferred shareholder of the corporation who has priority over the interests of the 
common shareholders refused to provide consent for such representation. 
17. Can attorneys simultaneously represent two or more corporation 
clients with diverging interests when the representation was approved by persons 
with director/officer conflicts of interest? 
18. Can defendants enter into a Joint Defense Agreement or Common 
Interest Agreement when: (1) two of the corporations who are parties to such 
agreements have not obtained the proper consents from disinterested constituents 
of the corporations; (2) one of the corporation's priority preferred shareholder 
(who has priority over the common shareholders with conflicts of interest) has 
demanded that such agreements and representations not be permitted or entered 
into; (3) the corporations have not held shareholder meetings for years; and (4) 
the individual defendants who are directing the litigation and comprise the 
purported boards of directors are interested directors accused of fraud, conversion, 
fraudulent conveyance, breaches of duties of loyalty, constructive fraud and other 
non-business judgment rule claims. 
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19. Should attorneys be disqualified approximately Ilh. years after an 
action has been filed when there is no trial date scheduled, when the moving party 
had initially promptly moved for disqualification early in the action but the 
district court judge stated that the issue was an issue for the Idaho State Bar, when 
new defendants were named many months later in the action which compounded 
the conflicts and created new conflicts and when significant additional events 
have transpired and/or been discovered since the action was commenced which 
independently warrant disqualification? 
20. Can an attorney drop two clients like "hot potatoes" so that the 
attorney can continue representing another client knowing that it is not the best 
interests of the other two former clients and without obtaining informed consent 
from disinterested constituents ofthe corporations? 
21. Should an attorney's firm be disqualified when he provided a party 
an opinion letter and then became a member of a firm arguing that the opinion 
letter was wrong, particularly when the attorney refuses to submit himself for a 
deposition despite the repeated requests from recipient of the opinion letter? 
22. Should attorneys be disqualified when they have aided and abetted 
and/or conspired with others to commit tortious acts against others, including torts 
against the very corporate clients they purportedly represented? 
23. Can a district court deny a motion to disqualify and not addressing 
most all of the legal and ethical issues raised in the motion to disqualify and by 
denying the motion as being brought too late in the action when the plaintiff 
previously moved the district court early in the action but was advised by the 
district court that the issue was for the Idaho State Bar? 
24. Did plaintiffs complaint state causes of action against a 
shareholder for conversion, fraud, fraudulent conveyances, constructive fraud, 
breaches of fiduciary duties, and other asserted claims and did the district court 
err by denying plaintiff s motion to amend his complaint to assert such causes of 
action against a shareholder? 
25. Can a district court hear a motion for a continuance pursuant to 
LR.C.P. 56(f) after the hearing has been held on the motion for summary 
judgment from which the motion to continuance was requested, despite counsel's 
request for the 56(f) motion to be heard prior to the motion for summary 
judgment? 
26. Can a trustee intervene in an action approximately Ilh. years after 
an action has been commenced when the trustee has been a named defendant 
since the action was commenced and the trustee improperly utilizing the 
intervention as a vehicle to escape liability for millions of dollars in unlawful 
asset transfers? 
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27. Can a district court permit a party to intervene in an action 
approximately 1 liz years after an action has been filed and then permit the party to 
join in pending motions without affording the plaintiff an opportunity to conduct 
any discovery with the intervening party? 
28. Can a corporation be permitted to pay attorneys' fees for past and 
present individual directors accused of fraud, conversion, fraudulent conveyances, 
breaches of fiduciary duties and other torts when a creditor has a valid and perfect 
security interest in the sources of the funds used to pay such attorneys and the 
attorneys have full knowledge of such security interests? 
29. Can a person be enjoined from voting shares pledged to him along 
with an irrevocable power of attorney coupled with an interest when the person 
voted the shares prior to being enjoined? 
30. Can a district court extend the time to post security for a 
preliminary injunction when there has been no finding that security is not 
required? 
31. Can the district court set the amount of security required for a 
preliminary injunction at an amount less than the damages which would result 
from the party being wrongfully enjoined? 
32. If a party provides privileged documents to an expert and the 
expert provides testimony through an affidavit relying on the privileged 
documents for the experts' testimony, has the attorney-client privilege been 
waived and must the documents be produced to the opposing party upon a motion 
to compel? 
33. Should an expert witness be permitted to provide expert testimony 
when the expert witness was not timely identified as an expert and never formally 
identified as an expert pursuant to the district court's scheduling order? 
34. Does a district court abuse its discretion by staying general 
discovery, limiting general discovery to items that it unilaterally believes are 
appropriate, and denying a party's repeated requests to conduct depositions on 
material witnesses based upon a pending motion for partial summary judgment 
which will not resolve a case even if such motion is granted? 
35. Should a corporation's directors or officers be ordered to produce 
corporation documents and records when the corporation is not producing such 
documents and records? 
36. Whether the common interest attorney-client privilege is waived 
when each party to the Common Interest or joint defense agreement was not 
represented by separate counsel? 
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37. Should a district court permit a trustee to intervene in an action 
when the trustee has irreconcilable conflicts of interest and was involved in 
transactions that stole millions of dollars of funds which could have been paid to 
the beneficiaries purportedly being represented by the alleged trustee? 
38. Did the district court err by ruling on a motion for partial summary 
judgment when there were numerous motions to compel documents and compel 
depositions pending (some of which were heard) and never decided and no order 
ever entered by the district court, despite requests by the moving party? 
39. Whether an attorney and his client may stay an action by 
representing a client in direct conflict with the duties of loyal owed to another 
client by representing the client against the other client in the same action, and, 
then, despite repeated demands to withdraw, finally withdraws and moves and 
obtains a stay in the action when the other client has motions pending. 
40. Can the Idaho Supreme Court rule on motions or issues of law not 
decided by the district court when the district court never entered orders on such 
motions despite requests by the moving party? 
41. Should an expert witness be permitted to provide testimony and 
may the district court rely upon said testimony when the opposing party has never 
been permitted to depose the expert and the expert was never disclosed in answers 
to interrogatories and requests for production propounded by the other party, 
particularly in light of the other party's motions to compel discovery pertaining to 
such expert's testimony and made motions to strike such expert's testimony? 
D. There were two Orders sealing documents in this record entered on 
October 23, 2008, and November 18, 2008, respectively, which documents were later 
submitted under seal on October 24, 2008, and November 20, 2008, respectively. These 
documents were supplied to and relied upon by expert witnesses testifying on behalf of 
the Respondents in opposition to Appellant's Amended Motion to Disqualify, reviewed 
in camera by the district court, considered by the district court when it denied the 
Amended Motion to Disqualify, and were not produced to Appellant (despite Appellant's 
Motion to Compel). 
E. Appellant requests the preparation of the following portions of the 
reporter's transcript: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 8 
1. February 26,2007; Hearing on Motions (all hearings/matters heard 
on said date); 
2. February 28, 2007; Hearings on Motions (all hearings/matters 
heard on said date); 
3. March 1, 2007; Hearings on Motion to Strike Plaintiffs 
Emergency Motion and Preliminary Injunction (all hearings/matters heard on said 
date); 
4. March 29, 2007; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary 
Restraining Order, Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration and Plaintiffs Motion 
for Preliminary Injunction (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
5. April 12, 2007; Hearing on Motion for Leave to Withdraw as 
Attorney; 
6. June 6, 2007; Hearings Defendants' Motions to Dismiss, Motion 
for Protective Order, and Connie Taylor's Motion to Dismiss (all hearings/matters 
heard on said date); 
7. July 12, 2007; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint and Plaintiff s Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction 
(all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
8. September 27,2007; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint and Plaintiffs Motion for Authorization of Out of State 
Subpoenas (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
9. December 13, 2007; Hearings on Plaintiff s Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction and Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (all 
hearings/matters heard on said date); 
10. January 3, 2008; Hearing on Defendant Connie Taylor's Motion 
for Protective Order (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
11. February 28, 2008; Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion to Dissolve 
Preliminary Injunction Against Reed Taylor (all hearings/matters heard on said 
date); 
12. March 13, 2008; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, Plaintiffs Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification and 
Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
13. May 1,2008; Hearings on R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective 
Order and Joinders thereto and Plaintiffs Motion for Continuance (all 
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hearings/matters heard on said date); 
14. July 24, 2008; Hearings on Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck's Motion for Leave to Withdraw and Motion to Stay and AlA 
Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Motion to Stay (all hearings/matters 
heard on said date); 
15. September 11, 2008; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion for 
Continuance and other matters (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
16. October 20, 2008; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion to Compel, 
Plaintiff's Motion to Disqualify, Defendant R. John Taylor's Motion to Submit 
Documents in camera and Under Seal, and Defendant AlA Services, AIA 
Insurance, and CropUSA's Motion to Submit Documents in camera (all 
hearings/matters heard on said date); 
17. December 30, 2008; Hearing on Plaintiff's Amended Motion to 
Reconsider/Increase the Amount of Preliminary Injunction Bond (all 
hearings/matters heard on said date); 
18. January 29, 2009; Hearings on Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck's Motion to Stay, AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion for 
Protective Order, and R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order (all 
hearings/matters heard on said date); 
19. February 12,2009; Hearing on Motion to Intervene; 
20. March 12, 2009; Hearings on Plaintiff's Motion to Compel and 
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike/In Limine Expert Witness Affidavits of Kenneth 
Hooper and Drew Voth, Intervenor's Motion to Strike Portions of Expert Witness 
Affidavit of Paul E. Pederson (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
21. April 9, 2009; Hearing on Plaintiff's Objection to Withdraw of 
Rule 67 Deposit Motion (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
22. April 23, 2009; Hearings on Plaintiff's Motions for Partial 
Summary Judgment, Defendants Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and 
Intervenor's Motion for Reconsideration (all hearings/matters heard on said date); 
23. May 14, 2009; Hearings on Plaintiffs Motions for Rule 56(f) 
Continuance (all hearings/matters heard on said date); and 
24. July 23, 2009; Hearings on Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration 
of Court's Opinion and Order Entered June 17, 2009, and related motions (all 
hearings/matters heard on said date). 
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F. Appellant requests the following documents be included in the clerk's 
record, in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, LAR. (the filing dates 
provided in parenthesis were obtained through the Idaho Supreme Court Repository for 
convenience of the district court): 
1. Notice of Appearance of Michael E. McNichols for R. John 




Defendants' Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on February 
3. Defendants' Motion for Temporary Restraining Order (filed on 
February 26, 2007); 
4. Affidavit ofR. John Taylor (filed on February 26, 2007); 
5. Clark and Feeney's Notice of Appearance for Connie Taylor (filed 
on February 26, 2007); 
6. Plaintiffs Emergency Motion (1) to Enforce Shareholder Vote and 
Board of Directors Resolutions (2) to Confirm Termination of Counsel for AlA 
Insurance (filed on February 26, 2007); 
7. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Emergency Motion 
(filed on February 26, 2007); 
8. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Emergency Motion (filed 
on February 26, 2007); 
9. Temporary Restraining Order (filed on February 27,2007); 
10. Plaintiff s Notice to Clarify that Plaintiff s Emergency Motion is 
also a Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on February 27,2007); 
11. Affidavit of Connie Taylor in Objection to Motion for Emergency 
Motion (filed on February 28, 2007); 
12. Affidavit of Kent A. Peterson (filed on February 28,2007); 
13. Affidavit of Stephanie McFarland (filed on February 28,2007); 
14. Affidavit of Aimee Gordon (filed on February 28, 2007); 
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15. Affidavit of JoLee Duclos (filed on February 28, 2007); 
16. Affidavit ofR. John Taylor (filed February 28,2007); 
17. Affidavit ofR. John Taylor (filed February 28,2007); 
18. Plaintiffs Memorandum of Law in Support of His Emergency 
Motion and Motion for Preliminary Injunction and in Opposition to Motion of 
John Taylor, AlA Insurance, and AlA Services for Preliminary Injunction (filed 
on February 28, 2007); 
19. The Exhibits entered into evidence at the Hearings held on March 
1, 2007 (provided to the district court in two (2) binders and submitted into 
evidence as Exhibits A, B, C, D ...... Z, AA, AB, AC ...... ); 
20. Affidavit of Emie Dantini (filed on March 1,2007); 
21. Plaintiffs Supplemental Memorandum in Opposition to John 
Taylor, AlA Insurance, and AIA Services' Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
(filed on March 2, 2007); 
22. 
2007); 
Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on March 6, 
23. Opinion and Order on Defendants' Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction (filed on March 8, 2007); 
24. Plaintiffs Motion and Memorandum of Law in Support of 
Reconsideration of Preliminary Injunction Against Reed J. Taylor (filed on March 
12,2007); 
25. Plaintiffs Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Support of 
Reconsideration of Preliminary Injunction Against Reed J. Taylor (filed on March 
13,2007); 
26. Defendants AlA Services, AlA Insurance and R. John Taylor's 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration (filed on 
March 20, 2007); 
27. Defendants AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and R. John Taylor's 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
(filed on March 20, 2007); 
28. Defendants AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and R. John Taylor's 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary Injunction 
(filed on March 26, 2007); 
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29. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration (filed on March 26,2007); 
30. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration and Plaintiff s Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on March 
26,2007); 
31. Plaintiff s Motion for Temporary Restraining Order (filed on 
March 28, 2007); 
32. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order (filed on March 28,2007); 
33. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Plaintiffs Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order (filed on March 28,2007); 
34. Defendant AlA Services, AIA Insurance, and R. John Taylor's 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Restraining 
Order (filed on March 28, 2007); 
35. Motion of Michael E. McNichols to Withdraw as Counsel for AlA 
Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. (filed on March 28, 2007); 
36. Affidavit ofR. John Taylor (filed on March 28, 2007); 
37. Plaintiffs Respond to Motion of Michael E. McNichols to 
Withdraw as Counsel for AlA Services and AlA Insurance (filed on April 5, 
2007); 
38. Notice of Non-Objection to Motion of Michael E. McNichols to 
Withdraw as Counsel for AlA Services and AlA Insurance (filed on April 11, 
2007); 
39. Order Granting Motion of Michael E. McNichols to Withdraw as 
Counsel for AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. (filed on April 13, 
2007); 
40. Affidavit of Service re: Order Granting Motion to Withdraw as 
Counsel for AlA Services and AlA Insurance (filed on April 16, 2007); 
41. Notice of Appearance of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
appearing on behalf of AlA Services and AlA Insurance (filed on May 7,2007); 
42. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion to Dismiss 
(filed on May 24, 2007); 
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43. 
2007); 
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Dismiss (filed on May 24, 
44. Defendant R. John Taylor's Joinder in Motion to Dismiss filed by 
AlA (filed on May 29,2007); 
45. Plaintiff's Response to Defendants' IRCP 12(b)(6) Motion (filed 
on May 29, 2007); 
46. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Opposition to Defendants' AlA 
Services and AlA Insurance's 12(b)(6) Motion (filed on May 29, 2007); 
47. Defendant Connie Taylor's Joinder in Motion to Dismiss Filed by 
AlA Services (filed on May 30, 2007); 
48. Opinion and Order on Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration, 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction and Motion for Restraining Order (filed on 
May 31, 2007); 
49. Defendants Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos' Joinder to Motion 
to Dismiss Filed by AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. (filed on 
June 1, 2007); 
50. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Reply in Support of 
Motion to Dismiss (filed on June 4, 2007); 
51. Plaintiff's Amended Motion and Memorandum of Law to Amend 
and Supplement Complaint (filed on June 7, 2007; 
52. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Status Conference 
Memorandum (filed on June 19,2007); 
53. Defendants AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint (filed on June 21,2007); 
54. Defendant Connie Taylor's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint (filed on June 21,2007); 
55. Defendant R. John Taylor's Joinder in Opposition to Plaintiff's 
Motion to Amend Complaint (filed on June 21, 2007); 
56. Plaintiff's Reply in Support of his Amended Motion to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint, Objection to John Taylor's Joinder, Reply to Connie 
Taylor's Response and Supplemental Response in Opposition to Defendants' 
12(b)(6) Motion (filed on June 26, 2007); 
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57. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Amend (filed on June 26, 2007); 
58. Erratta Sheet for Plaintiffs Reply in Support of Motion to Amend 
(filed on June 27, 2007); 
59. Plaintiffs Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (filed on 
June 28, 2007); 
60. Plaintiffs Motion to Compel Production of Documents from AlA 
(filed on June 28, 2007); 
61. Affidavit of Allan Muchmore in Support of Plaintiff s Motion to 
Compel (filed on June 28, 2007); 
62. Affidavit of Paul Cressman in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Compel (filed on June 28, 2007); 
63. Defendant R. John Taylor's Memorandum in Opposition to Motion 
to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (filed on July 6, 2007); 
64. Opposition to Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (filed on 
July 9, 2007); 
65. Plaintiffs Reply in Support of Motion to Dissolve Preliminary 
Injunction (filed on July 10, 2007); 
66. Plaintiffs Objection to Court-Ordered Mediation of Discovery 
Disputes (filed on July 13,2007); 
67. 
2007); 
Notice of Posting Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed on July 18, 
68. Amended Notice of Posting of Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed 
on July 24, 2007); 
69. Opinion and Order on pending motions (filed on August 2,2007); 
70. Plaintiffs Memorandum as to Payment of Mediator Fees, Request 
for Elimination of Discovery Mediator, and Request for Appointment of 
Discovery Master (filed on September 21); 
71. Notice of Appearance of Clark and Feeney appearing on behalf of 
James Beck and Corrine Beck (filed on November 7, 2007); 
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72. Notice of Appearance of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
appearing on behalf of CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc. (filed on November 9, 
2007); 
73. Motion for Limited Admission of James 1. Gatziolis and Charles 
E. Harper (filed on November 9, 2007); 
74. Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Promissory 
Note (filed on November 15,2007); 
75. Affidavit of Ernie Dantini in Support of Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment (filed on November 15,2007); 
76. Affidavit of Paul Cressman, Jr. in Support of Motion for Partial 




Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on November 
Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction (filed on November 29,2007); 
79. Opinion and Order on Plaintiff s Motion to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint; Plaintiffs Motion For Issuance of Out-of-State 
Subpoenas; Plaintiff s Motion Regarding Discovery Issues (filed on November 
29,2007); 
80. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on December 3,2007); 
81. Affidavit of Cori Cleveland (filed on December 3, 2007); 
82. Affidavit of D. John Ashby in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment (filed on December 3,2007); 
83. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Motion 
for Preliminary Injunction (filed on December 4, 2007); 
84. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary Injunction (filed on December 6, 2007); 
85. Connie Taylor's Memorandum in Support of Protective Order 
(filed on December 7, 2007); 
86. Affidavit of Jonathan Hally in Support of Motion for Protective 
Order (filed on December 7,2007); 
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87. Affidavit of R. John Taylor in Opposition to Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction (filed on December 10,2007); 
88. Affidavit of Gary Babbitt in Support of AIA Services and ALA 
Insurance's Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction (filed on December 10, 2007); 
89. Plaintiffs Reply in Support of his Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment on Promissory Note (filed on December 10, 2007); 
90. Supplemental Authorities in Opposition to Motion for Summary 
Judgment (filed on December 21, 2007); 
91. Reed Taylor's Response in Opposition to Connie Taylor's Motion 
for Protective Order and Reed Taylor's Request for an Order to Compel and for 
Award of Attorney Fees and Costs (filed on December 27, 2007); 
92. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to Connie Taylor's 
Motion for Protective Order and in Support of Order Compelling Discovery and 
Award of Fees and Costs (filed on December 27,2007); 
93. Order Granting Limited Admission of James Gatziolis and Charles 
Harper (filed on December 28, 2007); 
94. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Continuance (filed on 
December 28, 2007); 
95. Plaintiffs Motion and Memorandum for Continuance (filed on 
December 28, 2007); 
96. Order Setting Case for Jury Trial and Pre-trial Conference (filed on 
January 31,2008); 
97. Opinion and Order on Plaintiff s Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and Motion for Injunction (filed February 8, 2008); 
98. Plaintiffs Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (filed on 
February 13, 2008); 
99. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction (filed on February 13,2008); 
100. Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary Judgment on Amount Due 
and Motion for Certificate of Final Judgment Under Rule 54(b) (filed on February 
14,2008); 
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101. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment (filed on February 14,2008); 
102. Memorandum in Opposition to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction 
Against Reed Taylor (filed on February 25, 2008); 
103. Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion for Reconsideration 
and Clarification and, In the Alternative, Request for Certification for 
Interlocutory Appeal (filed on February 25, 2008); 
104. Affidavit of John Taylor in Support of Motion for Reconsideration 
and Clarification and, in the Alternative, Request for Certification for 
Interlocutory Appeal (filed on February 25, 2008); 
105. Plaintiffs Reply in Support of Motion to Dissolve Preliminary 
Injunction Against Reed Taylor and Memorandum in Opposition to ALA's Motion 
for Reconsideration (filed on February 27,2008); 
106. Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Summary 
Judgment for Amount Due and Rule 54(b) Certification (filed on February 28, 
2008); 
lO7. Affidavit of John Taylor in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for 
Summary Judgment for Amount Due and Rule 54(b) Certification (filed on 
February 28, 2008); 
lO8. Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to ALA Services and ALA 
Insurance's Motion for Reconsideration and Clarification and Request for 
Interlocutory Appeal (filed on March 6, 2008); 
109. Affidavit of Gary Babbitt in Support of Reconsideration (filed on 
March 11,2008); 
110. ALA Services and ALA Insurance's Reply Memorandum in 
Support of Motion for Reconsideration and Clarification and, in the Alternative, 
Request for Certification of Interlocutory Appeal (filed on March 11,2008); 
111. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment (filed on April 16, 2008); 
112. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment (filed on April 16, 2008); 
113. Affidavit of Connie Taylor (filed on April 16,2008); 
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114. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion for Rule 67 Deposit 
(filed on April 16, 2008); 
115. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on April 16, 2008); 
116. R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order (filed on April 17, 
2008); 
117. Connie Taylor, James Beck, and Corrine Beck's Joinder to 
Defendant R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order (filed on April 17,2008); 
118. Connie Taylor and James Beck's Joinder to AlA Services' Motion 
for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on April 18, 2008); 
119. Affidavit of Connie Taylor in Support of Motion for Rule 67 
Deposit (filed on April 18, 2008); 
120. Reed Taylor's Preliminary Response in Opposition to AlA 
Services and AlA Insurance's Motion for Rule 67 Deposit and the Joinder of 
Connie Taylor and James Beck (filed on April 24, 2008); 
121. Reed Taylor's Response in Opposition to R. John Taylor, James 
Beck and Connie Taylor's Motion for Protection Order and Reed Taylor's 
Request for Order to Compel and for Award of Attorneys' Fees and Costs (filed 
on April 24, 2008); 
122. Reed Taylor's Motion and Memorandum of Law to 
ExtendlEnlarge Time to Respond to Connie Taylor, James Beck, and Corrine 
Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on April 24, 2008); 
123. Affidavit in Support of Motion for Protective Order (filed on April 
29,2008); 
124. Affidavit of Gary D. Babbitt in Support of Motion for Protective 
Order (filed on April 29, 2008); 
125. Affidavit of JoLee Duclos (filed on April 29, 2008); 
126. Plaintiff s Disclosure of Expert Witnesses (filed on April 30, 
2008); 
127. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to R. 
John Taylor, Connie Taylor, and James Beck's Motion for Protective Order and in 
Support of Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel and in Support of Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Enlarge/Extend Time (filed on May 1, 2008); 
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128. Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment 
on Amount Due on the Promissory Note and Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification 
of Judgment (filed on May 8, 2008): 
129. Opinion and Order on Defendants' Motion for Reconsideration or, 
in the alternative, For Certification for Interlocutory Appeal (filed on May 8, 
2008); 
130. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in.Opposition to AlA Services and AlA 
Insurance's Motion to Amend and Motion for Rule 67 Deposit and in Opposition 
to Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on May 9, 2008); 
131. Plaintiff s Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Motion 
for an Order Requiring the Defendants to Relinquish Possession of AlA Insurance 
to Reed Taylor (filed on June 26, 2008); 
132. Defendants Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos' Disclosure of 
Expert Witnesses (filed on June 27,2008); 
133. Plaintiffs Amended Notice of Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion to 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Motion to Relinquish Possession of AlA 
Insurance (filed on June 30, 2008); 
134. Defendant R. John Taylor's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses (filed 
on July 1, 2008); 
135. Defendant AlA Services Corporation, AlA Insurance, Inc., and 
CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc.'s Disclosure of Expert Witnesses (filed on July 
1,2008); 
136. Second Amended Notice of Hearings on Plaintiffs Motion to 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Motion to Relinquish Possession of AlA 
Insurance (filed on July lO, 2008); 
137. Plaintiffs Preliminary Response in Opposition to Connie Taylor, 
James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on 
July 17, 2008); 
138. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Leave 
to Withdraw re: Clark and Feeney (filed on July 18,2008); 
139. Connie Taylor, James Beck, and Corrine Beck's Motion to 
Continue Hearings (filed on July 18, 2008); 
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140. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Opposition to Jonathan Hally and 
Clark and Feeney's Motion to Withdraw and in Opposition to Motion for 
Continuance (filed on July 23,2008); 
141. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to Jonathan Hally and 
Clark and Feeney's Motion to Withdrawal and in Opposition to Continuance 
(filed on July 23, 2008); 
142. AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and CropUSA's Motion for Stay of 
Proceedings (filed on July 23, 2008); 
143. Emergency Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing on Defendants' 
Motion to Stay Proceedings (filed on July 23, 2008); 
144. Affidavit of Gary D. Babbitt in Support of Motion for Stay of 
Proceedings (filed on July 23, 2008); 
145. Plaintiff's Response in Opposition to Motion to Stay (filed on July 
24,2008); 
146. Memorandum in Opposition to Reed Taylor's Motion to Dissolve 
Preliminary Injunction and Motion for an Order Requiring Defendants to 
Relinquish Possession of AlA Insurance to Reed Taylor (filed on July 24, 2008); 
147. Order Granting Leave to Withdraw (filed on July 28, 2008); 
148. Order on Defendants' Motion to Withdraw, Motion for 
Continuance and Motion to Stay (filed on July 28, 2008); 
149. AlA's Petition for Court Appointed Independent Inquiry Pursuant 
to I.e. 30-1-743 and I.C. 30-1-744 and for Grant of Pending Motion to Stay 
Proceedings (filed on August 14, 2008); 
150. Affidavit of Gary Babbitt in Support of AlA's Petition (filed on 
August 14, 2008); 
151. Notice of Appearance of David Risley for Connie Taylor, James 
Beck and Corrine Beck (filed on August 15, 2008); 
152. Motion by the 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan of the AlA Services 
Corporation (filed on August 26, 2008); 
153. Affidavit of JoLee K. Duclos, Sale Trustee of the 401(k) Profit 
Sharing Plan of the AlA Services Corporation Motion to Intervene (filed on 
August 26, 2008); 
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154. Plaintiff s Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Motion 
Relinquish Collateral (filed on August 28, 2008); 
155. Plaintiff s Motion to Compel Production of Documents from John 
Taylor (filed on August 28, 2008); 
156. Affidavit of Steven Callandrillo in Support of Plaintiff Reed 
Taylor's Motion to Relinquish Collateral and Motion to Disqualify Attorneys and 
Law Firms (filed on August 28, 2008); 
157. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firms; Motion to Relinquish Collateral; 
Motion to Protect Collateral and Motion for Continuance (filed on August 28, 
2008); 
158. Plaintiff's Notice of Hearing (filed on August 28,2008); 
159. R. John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling Conference (filed on 
September 2, 2008); 
160. R. John Taylor's Memorandum in Support of Motion for 
Scheduling Conference (filed on September 2,2008); 
161. Plaintiff s Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firms of 
Hawley Troxel Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements Brown & McNichols P A and 
Quarles & Brady LLP (filed on September 4,2009); 
162. Supplemental Mfidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed 
Taylor's Motion to Disqualify Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis 
& Hawley LLP, Clements Brown & McNichols P A and Quarles & Brady LLP, 
Motion to Relinquish Collateral, Motion to Compel and Motion for Continuance 
(filed on September 4, 2008); 
163. Affidavit of W.H. Knight Jr., in Support of Motion to Disqualify 
Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements 
Brown & McNichols P A and Quarles & Brady LLP and Motion to Relinquish 
Collateral (filed on September 4, 2008); 
164. Affidavit of Donna J. Taylor in Support of Motion to Disqualify 
the Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements 
Brown & McNichols P A and Quarles & Brady LLP (filed on September 4, 2008); 
165. Affidavit of Donna J. Taylor in Support of Motion to Disqualify 
the Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements 
Brown & McNichols P A and Quarles & Brady LLP and Motion to Relinquish 
Collateral (filed on September 4, 2008); 
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166. Plaintiffs Notice of Hearing for Motion to Disqualify the 
Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements 
Brown & McNichols P A and Quarles & Brady LLP (filed on September 4, 2008); 
167. Intervenor's Proposed Pleading if Granted to Intervene (filed on 
September 4, 2008); 
168. AlA Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Motion to 
Relinquish Collateral (filed on September 4, 2008); 
169. Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to Motion to Stay Proceedings 
and Respond in Opposition to AlA's Petition for Court Appointed Independent 
Inquiry and Response in Opposition to R. John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling 
Conference (filed on September 4, 2008); 
170. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to AlA's Petition for 
Court Appointed Independent Inquiry Pursuant to I.e. §30-1-743 and I.e. § 30-1-
744 and Motion to Stay; Opposition to R. John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling 
Conference and Opposition to the Motion for Intervention of the AlA Services 
401(k) Plan (filed on September 4,2008); 
171. Affidavit of Reed J. Taylor in Opposition to AlA Services and 
AlA Insurance's Motion to Reconsider and Opposition to Petition to Appoint 
Independent Inquiry (filed on September 4, 2008); 
172. Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to AlA Services Profit Sharing 
Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on September 4,2008); 
173. R. John Taylor'S Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to 
Compel (filed on September 5, 2008); 
174. Notice of Hearing Re: Request for Status Conference by 
Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck (filed on September 5, 
2008); 
175. Motion to Enlarge Time to Respond to and Motion to Postpone 
Hearing on Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law 
Firms (filed on September 5, 2008); 
176. Affidavit in Support of Motion to Enlarge Time to Respond to and 
Motion to Postpone Hearing on Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and 
Law Firms (filed on September 5, 2008); 
177. Affidavit of Gary Babbitt in Support of Motion for Enlargement of 
Time (filed on September 5,2008); 
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70S; 
178. AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and CropUSA's Motion for 
Enlargement of Time to Respond to Reed Taylor's Motion to Disqualify (filed on 
September 5, 2008); 
179. Motion for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Disqualify and Motion to Shorten Time (filed on September 8,2008); 
180. Affidavit of Charles E. Harper Jr., in Support of Motion for 
Enlargement of Time (filed on September 8, 2008); 
181. Affidavit of Paul E. Pederson in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, Motion to Relinquish Collateral, Motion to 
Compel, and Motion to Disqualify Attorneys (filed on September 8, 2008); 
182. AlA's Reply in Support of Petition for Court Appointed 
Independent Inquiry (filed on September 9,2008); 
183. Affidavit of James Martin (filed on September 9,2008); 
184. Plaintiff's Reply in Support of Motion to Dissolve Preliminary 
Injunction and Motion to Relinquish Collateral and Supplemental Response in 
Opposition to Intervention (filed on September 9,2008); 
185. Expert Witness Affidavit of Peter R. Jarvis in Support of Plaintiff 
Reed Taylor's Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firms, Motion to 
Relinquish Collateral; Motion to Compel; Motion of Continuance and Opposition 
to AlA Services' 40 1 (k) Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on September 9,2008); 
186. Second Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of 
Reed Taylor's Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firms, Motion to 
Relinquish Collateral, Motion to Compel, Motion for Continuance and Opposition 
to AlA Services' 401(k) Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on September 9, 2008); 
187. Affidavit of JoLee K. Duclos (filed on September 10, 2008); 
188. Intervenor's Partial Response to Reed 1. Taylor's Partial Response 
to Motion to Intervene (filed on September 10, 2008); 
189. Errata to Affidavit of JoLee Duclos (filed on September 10,2008); 
190. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Amended Motion to Disqualify the 
Attorneys and Law Firms (filed on September 24, 2008); 
191. Amended Notice of Hearing (filed on September 24, 2008); 
192. Order Setting Hearing on Motion to Disqualify and Order to Stay 
(filed on September 24, 2008); 
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193. AlA Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Motion to Submit 
Documents in Camera and Under Seal (filed on October 7, 2008); 
194. R. John Taylor's Motion to Submit Documents in Camera and 
Under Seal (filed on October 10, 2008); 
195. Expert Witness Affidavit of Thomas D. Morgan in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firm of Clements, Brown 
& McNichols P.A. (filed on October 10,2008); 
196. Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff s Motion to Disqualify 
Clements Brown & McNichols as Attorney for John Taylor (filed on October 10, 
2008); 
197. Affidavit of Michael E. McNichols in Opposition to Plaintiff s 
Motion to Disqualify (filed on October 10, 2008); 
198. CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc.'s Response in Opposition to 
Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify Attorneys (filed on October 14,2008); 
199. Affidavit of James Gatziolis in Support of Crop USA's Response in 
Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify Attorneys (filed on October 14, 
2008); 
200. Joinder of Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine 
Beck to Defendants John Taylor, AlA, and CropUSA's Reponses to Plaintiffs 
Motion to Disqualify Counsel (filed on October 14, 2008); 
201. AlA's Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Disqualify 
Counsel (filed on October 14,2008); 
202. Affidavit of JoLee Duclos (filed on October 14,2008); 
203. Affidavit of Richard A. Riley (filed on October 14,2008); 
204. Affidavit of Patrick V. Collins (filed on October 14,2008); 
205. Affidavit of John A. Strait (filed on October 14,2008); 
206. Affidavit of Gary D. Babbitt (filed on October 14,2008); 
207. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Shorten Time and Motion to Compel Production of Documents Provided to 
Expert Witnesses (filed on October 15,2008); 
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208. Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel Production of Documents 
Provided to Expert Witnesses of AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and John Taylor 
and Preliminary Response in Opposition to Motion for In Camera Review (filed 
on October 15,2008); 
209. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed 
Taylor'S Motion to Shorten Time and Motion to Compel Production of 
Documents Provided to Expert Witnesses (filed on October 15,2008); 
210. Reply Memorandum in Support of Motion to Submit Documents 
in Camera and Under Seal, and in Opposition to Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel 
(filed on October 16,2008); 
211. Reply Memorandum in Support of Motion to Submit Documents 
In Camera and Under Seal and in Opposition to Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel 
(filed on October 17,2008); 
212. Order Re: Defendants' AlA Services and AIA Insurance's Motion 
to Submit Documents In Camera and Under Seal (filed on October 23, 2008); 
213. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Motion for Relief from Stay and Motion to 
Increase Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed on October 23,2008); 
214. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Shorten Time and Motion for Relief From Stay and Motion to Increase 
Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed on October 23, 2008); 
215. AlA's Submission of Documents for In Camera Review (filed on 
October 24, 2008); 
216. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Motion to Lift Stay and to Increase Preliminary Injunction Bond 
(filed on October 24, 2008); 
217. Defendant R. John Taylor's Objection to and Memorandum in 
Opposition to Motion to Lift Stay and Increase Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed 
on October 24, 2008); 
218. Order on Defendant R. John Taylor's Motion to Submit 
Documents In Camera and Under Seal (filed on November 18, 2008); 
219. Defendant R. John Taylor's Submission of Documents for In 
Camera Review and Filed Under Seal (filed on November 20, 2008); 
220. Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify (filed on 
December 8, 2008); 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - 26 
221. Certificate of Readiness for Trial and Request for Trial Setting 
(filed on December 10, 2008); 
222. Plaintiff's Amended Motion to Reconsider/Increase the Amount of 
the Preliminary Injunction Bond Posted by the Defendants AlA Services and AlA 
Insurance (filed on December 16,2008); 
223. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Plaintiffs Amended 
Motion to Reconsider/Increase the Amount of the Preliminary Injunction Bond 
Posted by AlA Services and AIA Insurance (filed on December 16,2008); 
224. Defendants AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Objection to Reed 
Taylor's Motion and Notice of Hearing on Motion to Increase the Preliminary 
Injunction Bond and Request for Status Conference (filed on December 17, 
2008); 
225. Joinder of Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine 
Beck Re: Objection to Reed Taylor's Motion and Notice of Hearing on Motion to 
Increase Preliminary Injunction Bond and Request for Status Conference (filed on 
December 18, 2009); 
226. R. John Taylor's Objection to Plaintiffs Amended Notice of 
Hearing on Reed Taylor's Amended Motion to Reconsider/Increase Amount of 
the Preliminary Injunction Bond Posted by Defendants AlA Services and AIA 
Insurance and Request for Status Conference (filed on December 19,2008); 
227. Defendants AlA Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Motion 
to Stay (filed on December 22, 2008); 
228. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Reed Taylor's Motion to Increase the Amount of the Preliminary 
Injunction Bond (filed on December 23,2008); 
229. Defendant AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Amended Motion to 
Stay (filed on December 23, 2008); 
230. Affidavit of D. John Ashby in Opposition to Motion to Increase 
the Amount of Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed on December 29, 2008); 
231. AlA Services 401 (k) Profit Sharing Plan's Supplemental Brief in 
Support of Motion to Intervene (filed on December 29, 2008); 
232. Affidavit of 10Lee Duclos in Support of Intervenor's Supplemental 
Brief (filed on December 29, 2008); 
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233. Affidavit of Aimee Gordon in Support of Intervenor's 
Supplemental Brief (filed on December 29,2008); 
234. Affidavit of Charles A. Brown m Support of Intervenor's 
Supplemental Brief (filed on December 29,2008); 
235. Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion to Compel Documents 
Provided to Defendants' Experts Relative to Plaintiffs Motion to Disqualify 
(filed on January 9, 2009); 
236. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion to Stay 
Discovery Pending Decisions (filed on January 22, 2009); 
237. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Memorandum in 
Support of Motion to Stay Discovery Pending Decisions and For an Order 
Sequencing and Timing of Discovery (filed on January 22, 2009); 
238. Affidavit of David Risley in Support of Defendants Connie 
Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion for Stay of Discovery Pending 
Decisions and For an Order Establishing the Sequence and Timing of Discovery 
(filed on January 22,2009); 
239. Affidavit of Charles Brown (filed January 22, 2009); 
240. R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order (filed on January 26, 
2009); 
241. Defendants JoLee Duclos and Bryan Freeman's Joinder in Motion 
to Shorten Time and Motion for Stay of Discovery Pending Decisions and For an 
Order Establishing the Sequence and Timing of Discovery (filed on January 26, 
2009); 
242. Defendants AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion for 
Protective Order Pursuant to LR.C.P. 26(c) (filed on January 26, 2009); 
243. Defendants AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Amended Motion 
for Protective Order Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 26(c) (filed on January 27, 2009); 
244. Order Scheduling Hearings (filed on January 28,2009); 
245. Plaintiffs Response in Opposition to Connie Taylor, James Beck 
and Corrine Beck's Motion to Stay and/or Sequence Discovery; Response in 
Opposition to R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order; Response in 
Opposition to AlA Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Motion for 
Protective Order; and Response in Opposition to JoLee Duclos and Bryan 
Feeman's Joinder (filed on January 28, 2009); 
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246. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to Connie Taylor, 
James Beck and Corrine Beck's Motion to Stay and/or Sequence Discovery; 
Response in Opposition to R. John Taylor's Motion for Protective Order; 
Response in Opposition to AlA Services, AlA Insurance and CropUSA's Motion 
for Protective Order; and Response in Opposition to JoLee Duclos and Bryan 
Feeman's Joinder (filed on January 28, 2009); 
247. Intervenor's Proposed Pleadings if Granted Permission to 
Intervene (filed on January 28, 2009); 
248. Opinion and Order on Motions to Stay Discovery Pending Hearing 
and Rule on Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on January 30, 2009); 
249. Defendants AIA Services and AlA Insurance's Joinder in the 
Motion for Summary Judgment Filed 4-17-08 by Connie Taylor and James Beck 
and All Subsequent Amendments, Supplements and Filings Relating to said 
Partial Summary Judgment Motion (filed on February 2, 2009); 
250. Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion to Increase Surety Bond 
(filed on February 5, 2009); 
251. Order Regarding Case Administration (filed on February 5, 2009); 
252. Plaintiffs Amended Response in Opposition to AlA Services 
401(k) Profit Sharing Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on February 6, 2009); 
253. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to the 401(k) Plan of 
AlA Services' Motion to Intervene (filed on February 6, 2009); 
254. Plaintiffs Amended Response in Opposition to AlA Services 
401(k) Plan's Motion to Intervene (Corrected) (filed on February 9, 2009); 
255. Plaintiffs Withdraw of Preliminary Response in Opposition to 
AlA Services Motion for Rule 67 Deposit, Non-Opposition/Joinder to AlA 
Services' Motion for Rule 67 Deposit and Connie Taylor and James Beck's 
Joinder, and Waiver of Hearing and Notice of Hearing on AlA Services Motion 
for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on February 9, 2009); 
256. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Non-
Opposition/Joinder of AlA Services' Motion For Rule 67 Deposit and Joinder by 
Connie Taylor and James Beck (filed on February 9, 2009); 
257. Plaintiffs Errata for Corrections to Amended Response in 
Opposition to AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on February 
9,2009); 
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258. Defendants Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos' Joinder in Motion 
for Summary Judgment Filed by Connie Taylor and James Beck (filed on 
February 10,2009); 
259. Errata to Supplemental Brief in Support of Intervenor's Motion to 
Intervene (filed on February 10,2009); 
260. Intervenor's Reply Brief to Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Amended 
Response in Opposition to AlA Services 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan's Motion to 
Intervene (filed on February 10,2009); 
261. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Opposition to AIA 
Services 401(k) Plan's Motion to Intervene (filed on February 11,2009); 
262. Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel Discovery, Motion to Sequence 
the Hearing of Motions and Motion for IRCP 56(f) Continuance of Connie Taylor 
and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on February 11, 
2009); 
263. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiffs Motion to 
Shorten Time, Motion to Compel Discovery, Motion to Sequence Motions and 
Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance (filed on February 11,2009); 
264. Order Granting the Motion to Intervene by the 401(k) Profit 
Sharing Plan of AlA Services Corporation (filed on February 12,2009); 
265. Connie Taylor and James Beck's Supplemental Memorandum in 
Support of Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
266. Affidavit of Kenneth Hooper (filed on February 12,2009); 
267. Affidavit of JoLee Duclos (filed on February 12,2009); 
268. Affidavit of Aimee Gordon (filed on February 12,2009); 
269. Intervenor's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on 
February 12,2009); 
270. Intervenor's Motion for Reconsideration of Opinion and Order on 
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
271. Brief in Support of Intervenor's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and the Motion for Reconsideration of Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
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272. Affidavit of Drw E. Voth in SuppOli of Intervenor's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and the Motion for Reconsideration of Opinion and 
Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
273. Affidavit of Aimee Gordon in Support of Intervenor's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and the Motion for Reconsideration of Opinion and 
Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
274. Affidavit of Charles Brown in Support of Intervenor's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and the Motion for Reconsideration of Opinion and 
Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
275. Intervenor's Answer with Affirmative Defenses to Fifth Amended 
Complaint Filed by Reed J. Taylor (filed on February 12,2009); 
276. AlA's Motion for Summary Judgment and Supporting 
Memorandum (filed on February 12, 2009); 
277. R. John Taylor's Joinder III Motions for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on February 12,2009); 
278. Plaintiff Reed Taylor'S Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Against Defendants Re: Counterclaims and Defenses Pertaining to any Violation 
of Redemption or Distribution Statutes and Alleged Illegality of the Redemption 
of Reed Taylor's Shares (filed on February 12,2009); 
279. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment Against Defendants Re: Counterclaims and 
Defenses Pertaining to any Violation of Redemption or Distribution Statutes and 
Alleged Illegality of the Redemption of Reed Taylor's Shares (filed on February 
12,2009); 
280. Plaintiff Reed Taylor'S Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
Against AlA Services 401(k) Plan Re: Counterclaims and Defenses Pertaining to 
any Violation of Redemption or Distribution Statutes and Alleged Illegality of the 
Redemption of Reed Taylor's Shares (filed on February 13,2009); 
281. Reply to Reed Taylor'S Motion to Compel Discovery, Motion to 
Sequence the Hearing of Motions, and the Motion for IRCP 56(f) Continuance on 
Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on 
February 13, 2009); 
282. Request for Hearing on Intervenor's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and Motion for Reconsideration (filed on February 13,2009); 
283. Intervenor's Joinder to Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
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Filed by Connie Taylor and James Beck and Joinder to Motion for Summary 
Judgment Filed by AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance (filed on 
February 19, 2009); 
284. Reed Taylor's Motions to Compel Discovery, Motion to Sequence 
the Hearing of Motions, Motion for IRCP 56(f) Continuance for Hearing Motions 
for Partial Summary Judgment, and Objection to Hearing the Plan's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment on March 12,2009 (filed on February 19, 2009); 
285. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of 
Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Motions to Shorten Time, Motion to Compel Discovery, 
Motion to Sequence Motions, and Motions for Rule 56(f) Continuance (filed on 
February 19,2009); 
286. Order Setting Deadline to Increase Surety Bond (filed on February 
26,2009); 
287. Connie Taylor and Jim Beck's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Reed Taylor's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Non-Opposition to 
Reed Taylor's Request that His Motion Be Heard on March 12, 2009 (filed on 
February 26, 2009); 
288. AlA's Memorandum in Opposition to Reed Taylor's Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment and Non-Opposition to Reed Taylor's Request that his 
Motion Be Heard on March 12,2009 (filed on February 26, 2009); 
289. R. John Taylor's Memorandum in Opposition to Reed Taylor's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on February 26, 2009); 
290. Affidavit of Bryan Freeman in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Summary Judgment (filed on February 26, 2009); 
291. Defendants Freeman and Duclos' Memorandum in Response to 
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on February 26, 2009); 
292. Affidavit of JoLee Duclos in Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Summary Judgment (filed on February 26,2009); 
293. Expert Witness Affidavit of Paul E. Pederson in Opposition to 
Defendants' Motions for Partial Summary Judgment, in Support of Reed Taylor's 
Motions for IRCP 56(f) Motions for Continuance and In Support of Red Taylor's 
Motion to Relinquish Collateral (filed on February 26, 2009); 
294. Plaintiff Reed Taylor'S Response in Opposition to Connie Taylor 
and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Bryan Freeman, 
JoLee Duclos, R. John Taylor, AlA Services, AlA Insurance and AlA Services' 
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401(k) Plan's Joinders and Reed Taylor's Objections/Motions to Strike andlor in 
Limine the Affidavits of Hooper and Voth (filed on February 26, 2009); 
295. Affidavit of Michael S. Bissell in Opposition to Connie Taylor and 
James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, in Support of Reed Taylor's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Against the Defendants, in Support of 
Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance and Reed Taylor's Motion to Strike/Exclude 
Expert Affidavits of Hooper and Voth (filed on February 26, 2009); 
296. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Request for Hearings, Request for Court 
Orders, Objections to Hearing Certain Motions and Joinders, Preliminary 
Response in Opposition to AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment, and Notice of Requested Bifurcated Issues for Trial and 
Requested Trial Dates (filed on March 2, 2009); 
297. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond Regard Letter and Notices of 
Hearings Provided to the Court Requesting Hearings to Be Set (filed on March 2, 
2009); 
298. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond Regarding Letter and Notices of 
Hearings Provided to the Court Requesting Hearing to Be Set on Reed Taylor's 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment Against Defendants (filed on March 2, 
2009); 
299. Reed Taylor's Motion to Shorten Time For Hearing Motions to 
Strike/In Limine Expert Witness Affidavits of Kenneth Hooper and Drew Voth 
(filed on March 3,2009); 
300. Affidavit of Roderick Bond Regarding Letter and Notice of 
Hearings Provided to the Court Requesting Hearing be Set on Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Strike/in Limine Expert Witness Affidavits of Kenneth Hooper and 
Drew Voth (filed on March 3, 2009); 
301. R. John Taylor'S Response in Support of Motions for Partial 
Summary Judgment (filed on March 5, 2009); 
302. Plaintiffs Clarification of Response in Opposition to AlA Services 
and AlA Insurance's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Reed Taylor's 
Objections to AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on March 5, 2009); 
303. Reply Memorandum in Support of Motions for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on March 5,2009); 
304. Intervenor's Motion to Strike Portions of the Expert Witness 
Affidavit of Paul E. Pederson (filed on March 5,2009); 
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305. Intervenor's Response to Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel 
Discovery, Motion for Sequence the Hearing of Motions, Motion for IRCP 56(f) 
Continuance, and Objection to Hearing the Plan's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on March 5, 2009); 
306. Affidavit of Charles A. Bro'WIl in Support of Intervenor's Reply to 
Reed Taylor's Motions to Compel, Sequence Hearings, Continuance, and 
Objection to Hearing Plan's Motion for PSJ (flied on March 5, 2009); 
307. Intervenor's Reply to Reed Taylor's Opposition to Connie Taylor 
and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Defendants' and 
401 (k) Plan's Joinders and Reed Taylor's Objections/Motion to StrikelMotion in 
Limine of Affidavits of Hooper and Voth (filed on March 5, 2009); 
308. Affidavit ofD. John Ashby (filed on March 5,2009); 
309. Defendants Duclos and Freeman's Response to Reed Taylor's 
Opposition to Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment (filed on March 5,2009); 
310. Connie Taylor and James Beck's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Reed Taylor's Motion to Compel Discovery, Motion to Sequence Motions, and 
Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance (filed on March 5,2009); 
311. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Reply 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment (filed on March 5, 
2009); 
312. Affidavit of David R. Risley (filed on March 5, 2009); 
313. Order Regarding Motions to be Heard March 12, 2009, and 
Motions to Be Vacated (filed on March 6, 2009); 
314. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion to Extend Time for 
Obtaining Bond (filed on March 6, 2009); 
315. Affidavit of J oLee Duclos in Support of Motion to Extend Time 
for Obtaining Bond (filed on March 6,2009); 
316. Plaintiffs Emergency Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, 
Emergency Motion to Relinquish Possession of AlA Insurance, Response in 
Opposition to AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion to Extend Time for 
Obtaining Bond, and Emergency Motion for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on March 9, 
2009); 
317. Affidavit of Paul D. Durant II (flied on March 9,2009); 
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318. Affidavit of Donna Taylor (filed on March 9, 2009); 
319. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Emergency Motion to 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, Emergency Motion to Relinquish Possession and 
Control of AIA Insurance and Emergency Motion for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on 
March 9,2009); 
320. Reed Taylor's Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing Emergency 
Motions (filed on March 9, 2009); 
321. Reed Taylor's Request for Hearings to be Set for Reed Taylor's 
Emergency Motions (filed March 9, 2009); 
322. Intervenor's Request for Judicial Notice (filed on March 10, 2009); 
323. R. John Taylor's Joinder in Intervenor's Motion to Strike ... (filed 
on March 10, 2009); 
324. Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos' Joinder in Intervenor's Motion 
to Strike ... (filed on March 10, 2009); 
325. Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck's Joinder m 
Intervenor's Motion to Strike ... (filed on March 11, 2009); 
326. Reply Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiffs 
Motion to Compel (filed on March 12, 2009); 
327. Plaintiffs (1) Reply in Support of Motion to Compel; (2) Reply in 
Support of Sequencing Hearings; (3) Motion to Dismiss AlA Services 401(k) 
Plan from this Action and Request for Hearing; and (4) Response to AlA Services 
401(k) Plan's Motion to Strike Portions of Affidavit of Paul Pederson and 
Joinders Thereof (filed on March 12, 2009); 
328. Affidavit of Michael S. Bissell in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Compel and Supplemental Affidavit in Opposition to Defendants and Plan's 
Motions for Partial Summary Judgment (filed on March 12, 2009); 
329. Order on Defendant AlA's Motion to Extend Time for Obtaining 
and Posting Preliminary Injunction Bond (filed on March 13,2009); 
330. Notice of Posting a $400,000 Undertaking by AlA Services 
Corporation (filed on March 17, 2009); 
331. Notice of Withdrawal of Motion for Rule 67 Deposit by AlA 
Services and AlA Insurance (filed on March 18, 2009); 
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332. Plaintiffs Objection to Withdrawal of Motion for Rule 67 Deposit 
by AlA Services and AlA Insurance (filed on March 18,2009); 
333. Affidavit of Michael Bissell in Support of Plaintiff's Objection to 
Withdrawal of Motion for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on March 18,2009); 
334. Order Setting Hearing on Plaintiffs Objection to Defendants' 
Notice of Withdrawal of Motion for Rule 67 Deposit (filed on March 27,2009); 
335. Plaintiff's Statement of Facts in Opposition to Connie Taylor and 
James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and R. John Taylor, AlA 
Services, AlA Insurance, Jo1ee Duclos, Bryan Freeman and AlA Services 401(k) 
Plan's Joinders and in Support of Granting Partial Summary Judgment in Favor of 
Reed Taylor (filed on April 9, 2009); 
336. Plaintiff's Request for Hearing to be Set for Reed Taylor's Rule 
56(f) Motion (filed on April 9, 2009); 
337. Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of 
Plaintiff's Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Motion for Rule 56(f) 
Continuance, Request for Hearing and Request for Fees (filed on April 9, 2009); 
338. Affidavit of Michael S. Bissell in Support of Plaintiff's 
Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance, 
Request for Hearing and Request for Fees (filed on April 9, 2009); 
339. Plaintiff's Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Support of Rule 
56(f) Continuance, Request for Hearing and Request for Fees (filed on April 9, 
2009); 
340. Amended and Restated Expert Witness Affidavit of Paul E. 
Pederson in Opposition to Defendants and AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Motions 
for Partial Summary Judgment and Joinders, in Support of Reed Taylor's Motions 
for IRCP 56([) Motions for Continuance, and in Support of Reed Taylor'S Motion 
to Dissolve and Motion to Relinquish Collateral (filed on April 9,2009); 
341. Plaintiff's Memorandum of Law in Opposition to Defendants and 
AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Motions for Partial Summary Judgment and Joinders, 
in Support of Reed Taylor's Motions for IRCP 56(f) Motions for Continuance, 
and in Support of Reed Taylor'S Motion to Dissolve and Motion to Relinquish 
Collateral (filed on April 9, 2009); 
342. Intervenor's Reply Brief to Plaintiff's Memorandum of Law in 
Opposition to Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for PSJ and Reed Taylor's 
Request for PSJ in His Favor (filed on April 16, 2009); 
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343. Amended and Restated Expert Witness Affidavit of Paul E. 
Pederson in Opposition to Defendants and AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Motions 
for Partial Summary Judgment and Joinders, in Support of Reed Taylor's Motions 
for IRCP 56(f) Motions for Continuance, and in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
to Dissolve and Motion to Relinquish Collateral (filed on April 17, 2009); 
344. Affidavit of Roderick Bond (1) in Support of Reed Taylor's 
Motions for Rule 56(f) Cont, (2) Request for Sanctions, (3) in Support of Reed 
Taylor's Pending Motions to Compel Depo & Discovery, (4) and in Opposition to 
Connie Taylor & James Beck's Motion for Part Summary Judgment & Joinders 
by the 401(k) Plan & Other Defendants (filed on April 22, 2009); 
345. Plaintiffs Request for Hearing to be Scheduled for Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Amend and Supplement Complaint (filed on April 28, 2009); 
346. Plaintiffs Motion and Memorandum of Law to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint (filed on April 28, 2009); 
347. Order Setting Hearing on Plaintiffs Rule 56(f) Motion (filed on 
April 30, 2009); 
348. Supplemental Affidavit of D. John Ashby in Opposition to Reed 
Taylor's Rule 56(f) Motion (filed on May 6,2009); 
349. Amended Notice of Hearing (filed on May 7, 2009); 
350. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's (1) Reply in Support of Motion for Rule 
56(f) Continuance and Motions to Compel; (2) Supplemental Memorandum of 
Law in Opposition to Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment and Bryan Freeman, Jolee Duclos, R. John Taylor, AlA 
Services, AlA Insurance and AlA Services 401(k) Plan's Joinders; and (3) 
Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion for Partial 
Summary Judgment Against Defendants (filed on May 12, 2009); 
351. Affidavit of Scott Bell in Support of Reed Taylor's (1) Reply in 
Support of Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance and Motions to Compel; (2) 
Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Opposition to Connie Taylor and James 
Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and Bryan Freeman, Jolee Duclos, 
R. John Taylor, AlA Services, AlA Insurance and AIA Services 401(k) Plan's 
Joinders; and (3) Supplemental Memorandum in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
for Partial Summary Judgment Against Defendants (filed on May 12,2009); 
352. Order Regarding Plaintiffs Motion to Amend and Supplement 
Complaint and to Schedule Hearing (filed on May 28, 2009); 
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353. Plaintiffs Notice Regarding Pending Motion to Amend and 
Supplement Complaint, or, in the Alternative, Request for Clarification (filed on 
June 17, 2009); 
354. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's (1) Motions to Compel Against All 
Defendants; (2) Supplemental Response in Support of Reed Taylor's Pending 
Motions for Rule 56(f) Continuances; and (3) Supplemental Response in 
Opposition to Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment and the Joinders ofthe Remaining Defendants and AlA Services 401(k) 
Plan (filed on June 17,2009); 
355. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Plaintiff Reed 
Taylor's (1) Motions to Compel Against All Defendants; (2) Supplemental 
Response in Support of Reed Taylor's Pending Motions for Rule 56(f) 
Continuances; and (3) Supplemental Response in Opposition to Connie Taylor 
and James Beck's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment and the Joinders of the 
Remaining Defendants and AIA Services 401(k) Plan (filed on June 17,2009); 
356. Plaintiffs Request for Hearing to be Scheduled for His Motion to 
Compel (filed on June 17,2009); 
357. Opinion & Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance; 
Plaintiffs and Defendants' Motions to Strike Expert Affidavits; Defendants' 
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment; Intervenor's Motion for Reconsideration 
(filed on June 17, 2009); 
358. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's (1) Objection to Rule 54 Certification as 
Proposed by Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck; (2) Notice of Future 
Filings; (3) Request for Orders on All of Reed Taylor's Pending Motions; and (4) 
Notice of all Defendants and Parties (filed on June 22,2009); 
359. Response to Reed Taylor's (1) Objection to Rule 54 Certification 
as Proposed by Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck; (2) Notice of 
Future Filings; (3) Request for Orders on All of Reed Taylor's Pending Motions; 
and (4) Notice to All Defendants & Parties (filed on June 24, 2009); 
360. Defendant R. John Taylor's Joinder in Connie Taylor, James Beck 
and Corrine Beck's Response to Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor's (1) Objection to Rule 54 
Certification as Proposed by Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck; (2) 
Notice of Future Filings; (3) Request for Orders on All of Reed Taylor's Pending 
Motions; & (4) Notice to All Defendants & Parties (filed on June 24,2009); 
361. AlA Services Corp's and AlA Insurance Inc.'s Response to 
Proposed Judgment and Rule 54(b) Certification as Proposed by Connie Taylor, 
James Beck, and Corrine Beck, and Response to Objection to Judgment by 
Plaintiff (filed on June 25, 2009); 
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362. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's (1) Motion for Reconsideration and 
Clarification of the Court's Opinion and Order on Plaintiff and Defendants' 
Motions to Strike Expert Affidavits and Defendants' Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, or, alternatively, Motion/Request for Rule 54 (b) Certification, Motion 
for Order to Protect Property and Motion to Stay; and (2) Request for Hearing on 
Motions with Oral Argument (filed on July 8,2009); 
363. R. John Taylor'S Memorandum of Costs (filed on July 8, 2009); 
364. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion 
for Reconsideration and Clarification of Court's Opinion & Order on Plaintiff and 
Defendants' Motions to Strike Expert Affidavits and Defendants' Motion for 
Partial Summary Judgment; or, Alternatively, Motion/Request for Rule 54(b) 
Certification, Motion for Order to Protect Property and Motion to Stay (filed on 
July 9,2009); 
365. AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Memorandum in Response to 
Plaintiffs Motion for Reconsideration, Motion/Request for Rule 54(b) 
Certification, Motion for Order to Protect Property and Motion to Stay (filed on 
July 16, 2009); 
366. Defendants' Connie Taylor's, James Beck's and Corrine Beck's 
Response to Reed Taylor'S: (1) Motion/Request for Rule 54(b) Certification; (2) 
Motion to Stay; (3) Motion for Order to Protect Property (4) Memorandum of 
Law Re Motion for Consideration and (5) Clarification on Plaintiff and 
Defendants' Motion to Strike Expert Affidavits (filed on July 16, 2009); 
367. Defendant R. John Taylor's Joinder in AlA Services Corporation 
and AlA Insurance, Inc. 's, Memorandum in Response to Plaintiffs Motion for 
Reconsideration, MotionlRequest for Rule 54(b) Certification, Motion for Order 
to Protect Property and Motion to Stay (filed on July 16, 2009); 
368. Intervenor's Joinder to AlA Services Corporation and AlA 
Insurance Inc. 's Memorandum in Response to Plaintiffs Various Motions and 
Connie Taylor, James Beck, and Corrine Beck's Memorandum in Response to 
Plaintiffs Various Motions (filed on July 16, 2009); 
369. Plaintiff Reed Taylor's Reply in Support of Motion for 
Reconsideration (filed on July 21,2009); 
370. Affidavit of Reed Taylor in Support of Motion for Reconsideration 
(filed on July 21, 2009); 
371. Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's Motion 
for Reconsideration and Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Support of 
Reconsideration (filed on July 21, 2009); 





372. 2nd Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of Reed Taylor's 
Motion for Reconsideration and Supplemental Memorandum of Law in Support 
of Reconsideration (filed on July 22,2009); and 
373. Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Consideration and 
Clarification of Court's Grant of Partial Summary Judgment; Clarification of 
Rulings on Motions to Strike; Motion for Rule 54(b) Certification; Motion for 
Order to Protect Property and for Stay (filed on August 13, 2009). 
G. I certify that: 
1. A copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of 
whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out 
below: 
Linda Carlton (all above transcripts except 3/29/07 and 6/6107) 
LC Reporting 
425 Warner Ave. 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Nancy Towler (only the transcript for the hearing on 3/29/07) 
Nez Perce County District Court 
P.O. Box 896 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Keith Evans (only the transcript for the hearing on 6/6/07) 
Idaho County District Court 
320 West Main Street 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
2. The clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
the preparation of the reporter's partial transcript. 
3. The estimated fee for preparation of the clerk's record has been 
paid. 
4. The appellate filing fee has been paid. 
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5. Service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20. 
DATED this 8th day of September, 2009. 
YPLLC 
By: _____ --if'-j~-----­
Roderick C. B@ 
Michael S. Biss~l 
Attorneys for Appellant Reed Taylor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 8th day of September, 2009, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of Appellant's Notice of Appeal to the following: 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, WA 99403 
Attorney for Defendants J oLee Duclos and 
Bryan Freeman 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorney for R. John Taylor 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
1106 Idaho St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorney for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Attorneys for AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and 
Crop USA Insurance Agency 
James 1. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
300 N. LaSalle St., Suite 4000 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance Agency 
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Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
eX) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
eX) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
e ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U. S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
e ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
eX) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
eX) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
e ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
e ) Hand Delivered 
e ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
eX) Email (pdf attachment) 
90[0 
Charles A. Brown 
Attomey at Law 
324 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attomey for AlA Services 40 1 (k) Plan 
Linda Carlton 
LC Reporting 
425 Wamer Ave. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(all requested transcripts except 3/29/07 and 
6/6/07) 
Nancy Towler 
Nez Perce County District Court 
P.O. Box 896 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(only the transcript for the hearing on 3/29/07) 
Keith Evans 
Idaho County District Court 
320 West Main Street 
Grangeville, Idaho 83530 
(only the transcript for the hearing on 6/6/07) 
John J. Janis 
Hepworth, Janis & Brody, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 2582 
Boise, ID 83701-2582 
Attomeys for Clements, Brown & McNichols 
Jeffrey A. Thompson 
Elam & Burke, PA 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83704 
Attomeys for Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
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Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered - Via Messenger 
( ) Overnight Mail 
e ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Ovemight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
e ) Ovemight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered - Via Messenger 
( ) Ovemight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
eX) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered - Via Messenger 
( ) Ovemight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Emai df attachment) 
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Michael E. McNichols 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 
321 13th Street 
Post Office Box 1510 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
(208) 743-6538 
(208) 746-0753 (Facsimile) 
ISB No. 993 
Attorneys for Defendant R. John Taylor 
ftLED 
llW ror 9 Pl"D 2. *7 
f.4R;;?r~mm ~ 
U VV "DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 













AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho) 
corporation; AIA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR, ) 
Cross-Appellant, and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; and ) 
JOLEE DUCLOS, a single person;CROP USA) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 






CONNIE W. TAYLOR and JAMES BECK ) 
Counterclaimants, 




Case No: CV 07-00208 
NOTICE OF 
CROSS-APPEAL 




REED J. TA nOR, a single person, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant. ) 
TO: The above-named Cross- Respondent, ReedJ. Taylor, and the party's attorneys, 
Roderick C. Bond and Michael S. Bissell, and the Clerk of the above-entitled 
Court. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named cross-appellant, R. John Taylor, appeals against the 
above-named cross-respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the mDG1v1ENT 
entered in the above-entitled action on September 4, 2009, by the Honorable Judge Jeff 
M. Brudie, presiding. 
2. The cross-appellant has a right to cross appeal to the Idaho Supreme 
Court; the judgment described in paragraph No.1 is an appealable order pursuant to Rule 
11(a)(3) LA.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of issues on appeal: (1) The trial court found that 
the redemption agreements between the plaintiff and AIA Services Corporation were 
illegal and unenforceable and that the parties should be left in their present positions 
without any judicial relief. The trial court dismissed the First Cause of Action - Breaches 
of Contract, the Third Cause of Action - Misrepresentation/Fraud, the Fourth Cause of 
Action - Conversion, the Sixth Cause of Action - Constructive Trust, the Eighth Cause 
of Action - Specific Performance and the Tenth Cause of Action - Breach of Implied 
Covenants of Good Faith and Fair Dealing but failed to dismiss the Second Cause of 
Action - Fraudulent Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of Action - Alter 
EgolPiercing Corporate Vail [ sic], Seventh Cause of Action - Director Liability, the Ninth 
Cause of Action - Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action - Civil 
Conspiracy. The Court should have dismissed the Second Cause of Action - Fraudulent 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL -2-
Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of Action - Alter Ego/Piercing Corporate 
Vail[sic], Seventh Cause of Action - Director Liability, the Ninth Cause of Action -
Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action - Civil Conspiracy because 
plaintiffs claims were based upon plaintiffs claimed status as a creditor of defendant 
AlA Services Corporation while, if the agreements between plaintiff and AlA Services 
Corporation were illegal and unenforceable, plaintiff is not and never has been a creditor 
of AIA Services Corporation. (2) The district court erred when it ruled that the defendants 
were without standing to assert the illegality of the stock redemption agreements between 
the plaintiff and AlA Services Corporation. 
4. Is additional reporter's transcript requested? No. 
5. The cross-appellant requests the following documents be included in the 
clerk's record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 LA.R. and those 
designated by the appellant in the initial Notice of Appeal: None. 
6. The cross-appellant requests the following documents, charts or pictures 
offered or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court in addition to 
those requested in the original Notice of Appeal: None. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy ofthis Notice of Cross Appeal and any request for additional 
transcript have been served on each reporter of whom an additional transcript has been 
requested as named below at the address set out below: Not Applicable. 
(b) (1) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee 
for preparation of the reporter's transcript and any additional 
documents requested in the cross-appeal: Not Applicable. 
(2) 
(c) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL -3-
DATED this 9th day of October, 2009. 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 9th day of October, 2009, I caused to be served 
a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed 
to the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Michael S. Bissell [X] U.S. Mail 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PllC [ ] Hand Delivered 
7 South Howard Street, Ste. 416 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Spokane, W A 99201 [ ] Facsimile 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 [X] E-Mail 
mbissell@cbklawyers.com 
David A. Gittins [X] U.S. Mail 
Attorney at Law [ ] Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 191 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Clarkston, W A 99403 [ ] Facsimile 
Facsimile: 758-3576 [X] E-Mail 
david@gittinslaw.com 
David R. Risley [X] U.S. Mail 
Randall, Blake & Cox [ ] Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 446 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Lewiston, ID 83501 [ ] Facsimile 
Facsimile: 743-1266 [X] E-Mail 
David@rbcox.com 
Charles A. Brown [Xl u.s. Mail 
Attorney at Law [ ] Hand Delivered 
P.O. Box 1225 [ ] Overnight Mail 
Lewiston,ID 83501 [ ] Facsimile 
Facsimile: 746-5886 [X] E-Mail 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
877 Main Street, Ste. 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
Gbabbitt@hawleytroxell.com 
James 1. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
300 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 4000 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Facsimile: (312) 715-5155 
james. gatzio lis@quarles.com 
charles.harper@quarles.com 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL -5-
[X] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[X] U.S. Mail 
[J Hand Delivered 




David A. Gittins 
Law Offices of David A. Gittins 
843 Seventh Street 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Telephone: (509) 758-2501 
Facsimile: (509) 758-3576 
ISB #6514 
david@gittinslaw.com 
Attorney for Defendants/Respondents 
Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos 
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AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an 
Idaho corporation; AIA INSURANCE, 
INC., an Idaho corporation; CONNIE 




R. JOHN TAYLOR; BRYAN FREEMAN, 
a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, a single 
person; CROP USA INSURANCE 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho corporation; 




BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 




























Case No. CV 07-00208 
DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS 
BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 
DUCLOS' NOTICE OF CROSS-
APPEAL 




401(k) PROFIT SHARlNG PLAN FOR ) 
THE AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, ) 
) 
Intervenor. 
TO: THE ABOVE NAlvlED APPELLANT AND CROSS-RESPONDENT REED J. TAYLOR 
AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS RODERICK C. BOND AND MICHAEL S. BISSELL 
OF THE FIRM OF CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC, 416 SYMONS BUILDING, 
7 SOUTH HOWARD STREET, SPOKANE, WA 99201 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, AIA SERVICES CORP. AND AlA 
INSURANCE INC. AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEYS GARY D. BABBITT AND D. 
JOHN ASHBY OF THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, 877 
MAIN STREET, SUITE 1000, P.O. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 83701-1617 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT R. JOHN TAYLOR AND THE PARTY'S 
ATTORNEY MICHAEL E. MCNICHOLS OF THE FIRM OF CLEMENTS, BROWN & 
MCNICHOLS, P.A., 321 13TH STREET, P.O. BOX 1510, LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS CONNIE TAYLOR, JAMES BECK AND 
CORRINE BECK AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEYDAVIDR. RISLEY OF THE FIRM 
OF RANDALL BLAKE & COX PLLC, 1106 IDAHO STREET, P.O. BOX 446, 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED INTERVENORlCROSS-APPELLANT 401(k) PROFIT 
SHARING PLAN FOR AlA SERVICES CORPORATION AND THE PARTIES' 
ATTORNEY, CHARLES A. BROWN, 324 MAIN STREET, LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS JAMES J. GATZIOLIS AND CHARLES E. HARPER 
OF THE FIRM QUARLES & BRADY LLP, CITIGROUP CENTER, SUITE 3700, 500 
WEST MADISON STREET, CHICAGO, IL 60661-2511 AND GARY D. BABBITT OF 
THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, 877 MAIN STREET, SUITE 1000, PD. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 
83701-1617 
AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS 
BRY AN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 
DUCLOS' NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 2 
1. The above-named Cross-Appellants, Bryan Freeman and JoLee Duclos ("Cross-
Appellants), appeal against the above-named Cross-Respondent, Reed J. Taylor, to the Idaho 
Supreme Court from the JUDGMENT entered in the above-entitled action on September 4, 2009, 
by the Honorable Judge JeffM. Brudie, presiding. 
2. The Cross-Appellants have a right to cross appeal to the Idaho Supreme Corui; the 
judgment described in Paragraph No.1 is an appealable order pursuant to Rule 1 1 (a)(3) LA.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of issues on appeal: (1) The trial court found that the 
redemption agreements between the plaintiff and AIA Services Corporation were illegal and 
unenforceable and that the pmiies should be left in their present positions without any judicial relief: 
The trial corui dismissed the First Cause of Action - Breaches of Contract, the Third Cause of Action 
- Misrepresentation/Fraud, the Foruih Cause of Action - Conversion, the Sixth Cause of Action -' 
Constructive Trust, the Eighth Cause of Action - Specific Performance, mld the Tenth Cause of 
Action - Breach of Implied Covenmlts of Good Faith and Fair Dealing but failed to dismiss the 
Second Cause of Action - Fraudulent Trmlsfers/Conveymlces, the Fifth Cause of Action - Alter 
EgofPiercing Corporate Vail[sic], Seventh Cause of Action - Director Liability, the Ninth Cause of 
Action - Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action - Civil Conspiracy. The 
COUli should have dismissed the Second Cause of Action - Fraudulent Transfers/Conveyances, the 
Fifth Cause of Action - Alter Ego/Piercing Corporate Vail[sic], Seventh Cause of Action - Director 
Liability, the Ninth Cause of Action, Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action-
Civil Conspiracy because plaintiff's claims were based upon plaintiff's claimed status as a creditor 
of defendant AIA Services Corporation while, if the agreements between plaintiff and AIA Services 
Corporation were illegal and unenforceable, plaintiff is not and never has been a creditor of AlA 
Services Corporation. (2) The district court ened when it ruled that the defendants were without 
standing to assert the illegality of the stock redemption agreements between the plaintiff mld AlA 
Services Corporation. 
4. Is additional report's ttmlscript requested? No. 
DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS 
BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 
DUCLOS' NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 3 
5. The Cross-Appellants request the following documents be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 I.AR. and those designated by the 
appellant in the initial Notice of Appeal: None. 
6. The Cross-Appellants request the following documents, chaLis or pictures offered or 
admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme COUli in addition to those requested in the 
original Notice of Appeal: None. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Cross Appeal aLld ally request for additional 
transcript have been served on each reporter of whom an additional transcript has been requested as 
named below at the address set out below: Not applicable. 
(b) (1) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
presentation of the repOlier's traLlscript aLld any additional documents requested in the cross-appeal: 
Not applicable. 
(c) (2) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pmsuant to Rule 20. 
DATED this ~ day of October, 2009. 
David A Gittins 
Attorney for Respondents/Cross-AppellaLlts 
Bryan FreemaLl and JoLee Duclos 
Notice of Service by Electronic Mail 
NaL1CY A GoodmaLl, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
I aLn a person over the age of eighteen (18) years aLld am not an interested paLiy to the above-
entitled action. 
'-l.L 
On October /3 -,2009, I emailed the within document to the persons naLlled below at the 
email addresses set forth Ullder each naLne. 
DEFENDANTSIRESPONDENTS 
BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 
DUCLOS' NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 4 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Carmon 
Smith, Carmon & Bond, PLLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Email: rod@scbleQ:al.com 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements, Brown & McNichols 
Attorney for R. Jolm Taylor 
Email: nnncnichols@clbrmc.c0111 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Har-per 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
Attorney for Crop USA Insurar1ce 
Email: JJG@quarles.com 
charper@quarles.com 
Char-Ies A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
Michael S. Bissell 
Carllpbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Email: mbissell@cbklawvers.com 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
Attorney for Defendants C. Taylor & Becks 
Email: david@rbcox.com 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. Joln1 Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Em1is & Hawley 
Attorneys for AlA Services and AlA 
Insurance 
Email: Gbabbitt@hawleytroxell.com 
Attorney for JoLee Duclos, Trustee 
Email: Char-lesABrown@cableone.net 
~ 
DATED this I:!J - day of October, 2009. 
'-{)~a. ~ 
Nancy A. Goodman 
.. J-
SIGNED AND SWORN TO before me this L day of October, 2009. 
DEFENDANTSIRESPONDENTS 
BRYAN FREEMAN AND JOLEE 
DUCLOS' NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
Notary Public for Washington 
Residing at Clar'kston 
My appointment expires 09-17-2013 
5 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
324 Main Street 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947 
208-746-5886 (fax) 
ISB # 2129 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
Attorney for Intervenor/Cross-Appellant 
.... -...... ' 
401(k) Profit Sharing Plan of the AlA Services Corporation. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendantl ) 




AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE INC., an Idaho) 
corporation; CONNIE TAYLOR and ) 





R. JOHN TAYLOR; BRYAN FREEMAN, a ) 
single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, a single ) 
person; CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, ) 





INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
Case No. CV 2007-00208 
Fee Category: L( 4) 
Fee: $101 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF 
CROSS-APPEAL 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 12251324 Main St 




401(k) PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR THE ) 






TO: THE ABOVE NAMED APPELLANT AND CROSS-RESPONDENT REED J. TAYLOR 
AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS RODERICK C. BOND AND MICHAEL S. BISSELL 
OF THE FIRM OF CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC, 416 SYMONS BUILDING, 
7 SOUTH HOWARD STREET, SPOKANE, WA 99201 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, AIA SERVICES CORP. AND AIA 
INSURANCE INC. AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEYS GARY D. BABBITT AND 
D. JOHN ASHBY OF THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS &HA WLEY LLP, 877 
MAIN STREET, SUITE 1000, P.O. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 83701-1617 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT R. JOHN TAYLOR AND THE PARTY'S 
ATTORNEY MICHAEL E. MCNICHOLS OF THE FIRM OF CLEMENTS, BROWN & 
MCNICHOLS, P.A., 321 13TH STREET, P.O. BOX 1510, LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS CONNIE TAYLOR, JAMES BECK AND 
CORRINE BECK AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEY DAVID R. RISLEY OF THE FIRM 
OF RANDALL BLAKE & COX PLLC, 1106 IDAHO STREET, P.O. BOX 446, 
LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS BRYAN AND JOLEE DUCLOS AND 
THE PARTIES' ATTORNEY DAVID A. GITTINS OF THE LAW OFFICE OF DAVID 
A. GITTINS, 843 SEVENTH STREET, P.O. BOX 191, CLARKSTON, WA 99403 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
AND THEP ARTY'S ATTORNEYS JAMES J. GATZIOLIS AND CHARLES E. HARPER 
OF THE FIRM QUARLES & BRADY LLP, CITIGROUP CENTER, SUITE 3700, 500 
WEST MADISON STREET, CHICAGO, IL 60661-2511 AND GARY D. BABBITT OF 
THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP , HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, 877 MAIN STREET, SUITE 1000, P.O. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 
83701-1617 
AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 2 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 (fax) 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named cross-appellant, INTERVENOR, the 401(k) PROFIT 
SHARING PLAN OF AIASERVICES CORPORATION, appeals against REED J. TAYLOR, the 
appellant and cross-respondent, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment dated September 4, 
2009, inclusive of: 
The Opinion and Order on Plaintiff s Motion for Reconsideration and 
Clarification of Court's Grant of Partial Summary Judgment; Clarification of Ruling 
on Motions to Strike; Alternative Motion for Rule 56(b) Certification; Motion for 
Order to Protect Property and for Stay, dated August 13,2009; and 
The Opinion and Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Rule 56(f) Continuance; 
Plaintiff s and Defendants' Motions to Strike Expert Affidavits; Defendants' Motion 
for partial Summary Judgment; Intervenor's Motion for Reconsideration, dated 
June 17, 2009; 
all entered in the above-entitled action, the Honorable Judge Jeff M. Brudie, District Judge, 
presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to cross-appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders under and pursuant to 
Rule 11(a)(3) 1. A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement on appeal which the cross-appellant then intends to 
assert in the appeal; provided, any such list of issues on appeal shall not prevent the cross-appellant 
from asserting other issues on appeal: that the District Court erred when it ruled that the Intervenor 
was without standing to assert the illegality doctrine as it relates to the 1995 and/or 1996 stock 




Is an additional reporter's transcript requested? NO. 
The cross-appellant requests the preparation of the following portions 
of the reporter's transcript: the Reporter's transcript as requested by Appellant is sufficient. 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 3 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208·746-5886 (fall) 
5. The cross-appellant requests the following documents to be included in the 
clerk's record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R. and those designated 
by the appellant in the initial notice of appeal: NONE. 
6. Civil Cases Only. The cross-appellant requests the following documents, 
charts, or pictures offered or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court in 
addition to those requested in the original notice of appeal: NONE. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this notice of cross-appeal and any request for 
additional transcript have been served on each reporter of whom an additional transcript has been 
requested as named below at the address set out below: Not Applicable. 
(b) That the clerk ofthe district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation ofthe reporter's transcript and any additional documents requested in the cross-appeal. 
Not Applicable. 
(c) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.A.R. 20. ~ 
DATED on this 13 -day of October, 2009. 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney for Intervenor/Cross-Appellant 
40l(k) Profit Sharing Plan of 
AlA Services Corporation 
4 
Charles A Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 (fax) 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy 0 f the foregoing was: 
rB mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and 
deposited in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
Office to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: rbond@cbklawyers.com & 
mbissel1@cbklawyers.com 
ill mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post Office to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
D sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
Office to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery to: 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: mmcnichols@clbrmc.com 
1i mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post Office to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
Office to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: GBabbitt@hawleytroxell.com & 
j ash@hteh.com 
cf1 mailed by regular fust class mail, and deposited in the United States Post Office to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fust 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: jjg@quarles.com & 
charper@quarles.com 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS·APPEAL 5 
Roderick C. Bond, Esq. and 
Michael S. Bissell, Esq. @ 509-455-7111 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane, W A 99201 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael E. McNichols, Esq. @ 746-0753 
Bentley G. Stromberg, Esq. 
Clements, Brown & McNichols, P .A. 
321 13th Street 
P.O. Box 1510 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendant R John Taylor] 
Gary D. Babbitt, Esq. @ 208-342-3829 
D. John Ashby, Esq. 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
[Attorneys for Defendants AIA Services 
Corporation, AIA Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA 
Insurance Agency] 
James J. Gatziolis, Esq. @312-715-5155 
Charles E. Harper, Esq. 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, Suite 3700 
500 West Madison Street 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
(Attorneys for Defendant CropUSA Insurance 
Agency] 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main Sl 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208·746·9947/208·746·5886 (fax) 
.a mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post Office to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: david@gittinslaw.com 
'¢ mailed by regular first class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post Office to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular first 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
Office to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
0 Emailed to: David@rbcox.com 
'+ 
on tbis 13 - day of October, 2009. 
~l ( \ r, 
I \) 
l .~\/j =- , 
INTERVENOR'S NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL 6 
David A. Gittins, Esq. @ 758-3576 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
843 Seventh Street 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, WA 99403 
[Attorney for Defendants Duclos & Freeman] 
David R. Risley, Esq. @ 743-1266 
Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
1106 Idaho Street 
P.O. Box 446 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorney for Defendants Connie Taylor & 
J ames and Corrine Beck] 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 





























DAVID R. RISLEY, ISB No. 1789 
RANDALL, BLAKE & COX, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idaho Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
(208) 743-1234 
(208) 743-1266 (Fax) 
Attorneys for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
FilED 
aD ~T 1 Ll '" Lt '\9 
P -1"( O. WEnte 
K F1HEDIS~~ 
DEP 'j' 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff! Appellant & 
Cross-Respondent, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORP., an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; 
CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
an Idaho Corporation; and JAMES BECK 
and CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
DefendantslRespondentsl 
Cro ss-Appellants. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an 
Idaho corporation; and AlA INSURANCE, 
INC., an Idaho corporation, 
Counter-Claimants, 
v. 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Counter-Defendant. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL-Page 1 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. CV 2007-00208 
) 
) 
) CONNIE TAYLOR'S, JAMES BECK'S 
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Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
Post Office Box 446 
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TO: THE ABOVE NAMED APPELLANT AND CROSS-RESPONDENT REED J. 
TAYLOR AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS RODERICK C. BOND AND 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL OF THE FIRM OF CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KlRBY, 
PLLC, 416 SYMONS BUILDING, 7 SOUTH HOWARD STREET, SPOKANE, WA 
99201 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS, AlA SERVICES CORP. AND AlA 
INSURANCE INC. AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEYS GARY D. BABBITT AND 
D. JOHN ASHBY OF THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY 
LLP, 877 MAIN STREET, SUITE 1000, P.O. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 83701-1617 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT R. JOHN TAYLOR AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEY MICHAEL E. MCNICHOLS OF THE FIRM OF 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, P.A, 321 13TH STREET, P.O. BOX 1510, 
LEWISTON,ID 83501 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS BRYAN AND JOLEE DUCLOS 
AND THE PARTIES' ATTORNEY DAVID A. GITTINS OF THE LAW OFFICE 
OF DAVID A GITTINS, 843 SEVENTH STREET, P.O. BOX 191, CLARKSTON, 
WA 99403 
AND THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, 
INC., AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEYS JAMES 1. GATZIOLIS AND CHARLES 
E. HARPER OF THE FIRM QUARLES & BRADY LLP, CITIGROUP CENTER, 
SUITE 3700, 500 WEST MADISON STREET, CHICAGO, IL 60661-2511 AND 
GARY D. BABBITT OF THE FIRM OF HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY 
LLP, HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, 877 MAIN STREET, SUITE 
1000, P.O. BOX 1617, BOISE, ID 83701-1617 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL-Page 2 Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS ATL~ .. 
Post Office Box 446 





























AND THE ABOVE NAMED INTERVENOR AND CROSS-APPELLANT 401(K) 
PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR THE AlA SERVICES CORPORATION AND ITS 
ATTORNEY CHARLES A. BROWN, ATTORNEY AT LAW, 324 MAIN STREET, 
P.O. BOX 1225, LEWISTON, ID 83501 
AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named cross-appellants, CONNIE TAYLOR, JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, appeal against the above-named cross-respondent to the Idaho Supreme 
Court from the Judgment entered in the above-entitled action on September 4, 2009, by the 
Honorable Jeff Brudie, presiding. 
2. The cross-appellants have a right to cross appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court; 
the Judgment described in paragraph no. 1 is an appealable order pursuant to Rule II(a)(3) 
l.A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of issues on appeal: 
a. First Issue on Cross-Appeal: The district court erred when it ruled that 
the Defendants, individually and as corporate directors, were without standing to 
assert the illegality of the stock redemption agreements between Plaintiff and AlA 
Services Corporation. 
b. Second Issue on Cross-Appeal: The trial court found that the 
redemption agreements between the Plaintiff and AlA Services Corporation were 
illegal and unenforceable and that the parties should be left in their positions without 
any judicial relief. The trial court dismissed the First Cause of Action-Breaches of 
Contract, the Third Cause of Action-Misrepresentation/Fraud, the Fourth Cause of 
Action-Conversion, the Sixth Cause of Action-Constructive Trust, the Eighth 
Cause of Action-Specific Performance, and the Tenth Cause of Action-Breach of 
Implied Covenants of Good Faith and Fair Dealing, but failed to dismiss the Second 
Cause of Action-Fraudulent Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of Action-
Alter Ego/Piercing of Corporate Vail [sic], Seventh Cause of Action-Director 
Liability, the Ninth Cause of Action-Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh 
Cause of Action-Civil Conspiracy. The Court should have dismissed the Second 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL-Page 3 Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
Post Office Box 446 





























Cause of Action-Fraudulent Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of Action-
Alter EgolPiercing Corporate V ail [sic], Seventh Cause of Action-Director Liability, 
the Ninth Cause of Action-Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of 
Action-Civil Conspiracy because Plaintiffs claims were based upon Plaintiffs 
claimed status as a creditor of Defendant AIA Services Corporation while, if the 
agreements between Plaintiff and AlA Services Corporation were illegal and 




Is additional reporter's transcript requested? No. 
The cross-appellants request the following documents be included in the 
clerk's record in additional to those automatically included under Rule 28 I.A.R. and those 
designated by the appellant in the initial Notice of Appeal: None. 
6. The cross-appellants request the following documents, charts or pictures 
offered or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court in addition to those 
requested in the original Notice of Appeal: None. 
7. I certify: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Cross-Appeal and any request for 
additional transcript have been served on each reporter of whom an additional 
transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out below: Not 
Applicable. 
(b) (1) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated 
fee for preparation of the reporter's transcript and any additional documents requested 
in the cross-appeal: Not Applicable. 
(c) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL-Page 4 Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
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DATED this 14th day of October, 2009. 
RANDALL, BLAKE & COX, PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents/Cross-Appellants 
Connie Taylor, James Beck and Corrine Beck 
By:---+, --\--it-J!"~~------------
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I certify that on October 14,2009, at my direction, the foregoing Connie Taylor's, 
James Beck's and Corrine Beck's Notice of Cross-Appeal was served on the following in the 
manner shown: 
Counsel for Plaintiff: (copy) 
Roderick C. Bond [ ] 
Michael S. Bissell [ ] 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC [ ] 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 [ ] 
Spokane, WA 99201-3816 [ vi 
Counsel for AlA Services Corporation, 
AlA Insurance, Inc. and Crop USA: (copy) 
Gary D. Babbitt ] 
D. John Ashby ] 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley, LLP ] 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 [ ] 
P.O. Box 1617 [ \Il 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Counsel for Crop USA Insurance: (copy) 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 





U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Deli very 
Facsimile (509) 455-7111 
Overnight MaillFederal Express 
Email (mbissell@cbklawyers.com & 
rbond@,cbklawyers.com) 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile (208) 342-3829 
Overnight Mail/Federal Express 
Email (gdbla1hteh.com & 
jashla1hteh.com) 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile (312) 715-5155 
Overnight MaillFederal Express 
Email (charper@quarles.com & 
jjg@quarles.com) 
Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
Post Office Box 446 





























CERTIFICATE OF MAILING (continued) 
Counsel for R. John Taylor: (copy) 
Connie W. Taylor 
Clark & Feeney 
1229 Main Street, Suite 106 
P.O. Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Counsel for Duclos and Freeman: (copy) 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
843 Seventh Street 









Counsel for AlA Services 401(K) Plan: (copy) 
Charles A. Brown [ ] 
Attorney at Law [ ] 
P. O. Box 1225 [ ] 
Lewiston, ID 83501 [J 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAl-Page 6 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile (208) 746-9160 
Overnight Mail/F ederal Express 
Email (ctaylor@clarkandfeeney.com ) 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile (509) 758-3576 
Overnight MaillF ederal Express 
Email (david@gittinslaw.com) 
U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Facsimile (208) 746-5886 
Overnight Mail/Federal Express 
Email (CharlesABrowncableone.net) 
Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
Post Office Box 446 
Lewiston, ID &3501 9oQ3-
L 0 I 1 5 12009 2: 23 : 24 PM Deanna Silvers Hawley Troxell 
FilED 
1lJ! oor 15 Art 1 47 
GaryD. Babbitt, ISB No. 1486 
D. John Ashby, ISB No. 7228 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street. Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 




j ash by@hawleytroxell.com 
Attomeys for Defendants/Respondents/Cross-Appellants 
AIA Services Corporation and AlA lnBurance, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Appellant, 
vs. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho 



















R. JOl-L"J TAYLOR; BRYAN FREEMAN, a single) 
person; JOLEE DUCLOS a single person; CROP ) 
USA INSlJRAl"JCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and CORRINE BECK, j 
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TO: The above-named Cross-Respondeut, Reed J. TayJor, and the party~s attorneys, 
Roderick C. Boud and Michael S. Bissell, and the Clerk of the aboye-entitled Court. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named cross-appellants, AIA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, 
Inc, appeal against the above-named cross-respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the 
JUDGMENT entered in the above-entitled action on September 4, 2009, by the Honorable Judge 
JeffM. Brudie, presiding. 
2. The cross-appellants have a right to cross appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court; the 
judgment described in paragraph No.1 is an appealable order pursuant to Rule 11(a)(3) I.A.R. 
3. A preliminary statement of issues on appeal: (1) The trial court found that the 
redemption agreements betvv'een the plaintiff and AIA Services Corporation were illegal and 
unenforceable and that the parties should be left in their present positions without any judicial 
relief. The trial court dismissed the First Cause of Action - Breaches of Contract, the Third 
Cause of Action - Misrepresentation/Fraud, the Fourth Cause of Action - Conversion, the Sixth 
Cause of Action - Constructive Trust, the Eighth Cause of Action - Specific Perfonnance and the 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 2 
40005.0066.1682293.1 
.0/15/2009 2: 23: 42 PM Deanna Silvers Hawley Troxc:.l..l. 
Tenth Cause of Action - Breach of Implied. Covenants of Good Faith and Fair Dealing but failed 
to dismiss the Second Cause of Action - Fraudulent Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of 
Action - Alter EgoiPie.rcing Corporate Vail[sic], Seventh Cause of Action - Director Liability, 
the Ninth Cause of Action - Breach of Fiduciary Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action - Civil 
Conspiracy. The Court should have dismissed the Second Cause of Action - Fraudulent 
Transfers/Conveyances, the Fifth Cause of Action - Alter Ego/Piercing Corporate Vail[sic). 
Seventh Cause of Action - Director Liability, the Ninth Cause of Action - Breach of Fiduciary 
Duties, and the Eleventh Cause of Action - Civil Conspiracy because plaintiffs claims were 
b~ed upon plaintiffs claimed status as a creditor of defendant AIA Services Corporation while, 
if the agreements between plaintiff and AlA Services Corporation were illegal and 
unenforceable, plaintiff is not and never has been a creditor of AlA Services Corporation; (2) 
The district court erred when it ruled that the defendants were without standing to asseli the 
illegality of the stock redemption agreements between the plaintiff and AIA Services 
Corporation. 
4. Is additional reporter's transcript requested? No. 
5. The cross-appellants request the following documents be included in the clerk's 
record in addition to those automatically included. under Rule 28 LA.R. and those designated by 
the appellant in the initial Notice of Appeal: None. 
6. The cross-appellants request the following documents, charts or pictures offered 
or admitted as exhibits to be copied and sent to the Supreme Court in addition to those requested 
in the original Notice of Appeal: None. 
7. I certify: 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 3 
40005.0006.1682293.1 
LO/15/2009 2: 24: 09 PM Deanna Silvers Hawley TrOXe.L.L 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Cross Appeal and any request for additional 
transcript have been served on each reporter of whom an additional transcript has been requested 
as named bel.o\;;r at the address set out below: Not Applicable. 
(b) That the clerk of the district court has been paid the estimated fee for 
preparation of the reporter's transcript and any additional documents requested in the cross-
appeal: Not Applicable. 
(c) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant 
to Rule 20. 
DATED THIS ~ day of October, 2009. 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 4 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
Attorneys for DefendantslRespondents/Cross-




_0/15/2009 2:24:09 PM Deanna Dliver:::> 
.... -(::;1- -
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY that on this I t; day of October, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF c:Ft0'5.S-i\PPEAL by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following; 
Roderick C. Bond 
CATvlPBELL BISSELL & KIRBY, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
[Attomeys for Plaintiff Reed Taylor] 
David A. Gittins 
LAW OFFICE OF DAVID A GITTINS 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
david@gittinslaw.com 
[Attomey for Defendants Duclos and Freeman] 
Michael E. McNichols 
CLEMENTS BROWN & MCNICHOLS 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
mmcnichols@clbrmc.com 
[Attomeys for Defendant R. John Taylor] 
David R. Risley 
RANDALL, BLACK & COX, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idaho Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
David@rbcox.com 
[Attorneys for Defendants Connie Taylor, JamesBeck 
and Conine Beck] 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 5 
__ u.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Deli vered 
_._ Overnight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
--LEmail 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
-LEmail 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
~Email 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 




10/15/2009 2: 24: 26 PM 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
QUl\.RLES & BRADY LLP 
Deanna bilvers 
300 NOlih LaSalle Street, Suite 4000 
Chicago, IL 60654 
james. gatzio lis@quarles.com 
charles.harper@quarles.com 
[Attomeys for Crop USA Insurance] 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
324 Main Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
[Intenrenor, 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan] 
NOTICE OF CROSS-APPEAL - 6 
HawLey TrOXel.l. 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Ovemight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
~Email 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 






IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 




AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE 
TAYLOR, individually and the community 
property comprised thereof, BRIAN FREEMAN, 
a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, a single person 





CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
an Idaho corporation; 
Defendant-Respondent-Cross Respondent, 
and 
401(k) PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR THE 




































I, Diane Ash, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the Second Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for Nez Perce County, do hereby certify that the following is a 
list of the exhibits offered or admitted and which have been lodged with the Supreme 
Court or retained as indicated. 
9100 
lte: 12/21/2009 Second ial District Court - Nez Perce County User: DEANNA 
ile: 10:24 AM Exhibit Summary 
,ge 1 of 4 Case: CV-2007-0000208 
Reed Johnson Taylor vs. AlA Services Corporation An Idaho Corporation, etal. 
Sorted by Exhibit Number 
Storage Location 
Destroy 
Notification Destroy or 
Number Description Result Property Item Number Date Return Date 
1 Plaintiffs Exhibit #A--Promissory Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Note--$6,000,000 dated 8-1-95 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
2 Plaintiff's Exhibit #B--Stock Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Redemption Restructure 
Agreement--dated 7-1-96 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
3 Plaintiffs Exhibit #C--Amended & Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Restated Stock Pledge 
Agreement--dated 7-1-96 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
4 Plaintiffs Exhibit #D--Exhibit A-3 Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
to Stock Pledge Agreement Dated 
7 -22-95 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
5 Plaintiffs Exhibit #E--Amended & Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Restated Security Agreement 
dated 7-1-96 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
6 Plaintiffs Exhibit #F--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Patrick M. Moran to Mr. R. John 
Taylor re: notice of default dated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 12-12-06--Admitted: 3-1-07 
7 Plaintiff's Exhibit #G--Notice of Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Special Meeting of Shareholders 
dated 12-12-06 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
8 Plaintiffs Exhibit #H--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
AlA to Reed Taylor re: 
shareholder meeting 2-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted; 3-1-07 
9 Plaintiffs Exhibit #I--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Reed Taylor to AlA re: 
shareholder meeting 2-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderic~ C Admitted: 3-1-07 
10 Plaintiffs Exhibit #J--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Reed Taylor to Board of Directors 
2-2-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
11 Plaintiffs Exhibit #K--Consent in Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Lieu of Special Meeting of 
Shareholders of AlA 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Insurance--2-22-07--Admitted: 
3-1-07 
12 Plaintiffs Exhibit #L--Consent in Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Lieu of Meeting of Board of 
Directors of AlA Insurance dated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 2-22-07--Admitted: 3-1-07 
13 Plaintiffs Exhibit #M--Bylaws of Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
AlA I nco dated 1-5-98 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C r,ot 
3te: 12/21/2009 Second al District Court - Nez Perce County User: DEANNA 
me: 10:24AM Exhibit Summary 
3ge 2 of 4 Case: CV-2007-0000208 
Reed Johnson Taylor vs. AlA Services Corporation An Idaho Corporation, etal. 
Sorted by Exhibit Number 
Storage Location 
Destroy 
Notification Destroy or 
Number Description Result Property Item Number Date Return Date 
14 Plaintiff's Exhibit #N--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Reed Taylor to Michael E. 
McNichols dated 2-25-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
15 Plaintiff's Exhibit #P--Lease dated Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
12-30-93 
Admitted; 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
16 Plaintiff's Exhibit #R--Loan and Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Security Agreement dated 10-27-0 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
17 Plaintiff's Exhibit #S--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
John Taylor to Donna Taylor 
Dated 10-1-01 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
18 Plaintiff's Exhibit #T--US Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Corporation Income Tax 
Return--2001 dated 8-26-02 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
19 Plaintiff's Exhibit #W--AIA Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Services Corp and 
Subsidiaries--Consolidated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Financial Statements dated 
12-31-05--Admitted: 3-1-07 
20 Plaintiff's Exhibit #X--Consolidated Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Financial Statements Unaudited 
Yrs Ended 12-31-02 & 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 200 1--Ad m itted: 3-1-07 
21 Plaintiff's Exhibit #Y--Articles of Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Incorporation of AlA Inc. 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
22 Plaintiff's Exhibit #Z--Stock Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Redemption Agreement dated 
7-22-95 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
23 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AA--Stock Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Pledge Agreement dated 7-22-95 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
24 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AB--Security Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Agreement dated 7-22-95 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
25 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AC--Officers Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
and Directors Consent to the 
Agreements dated 8-16-95 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
26 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AD--Addendum Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
to Stock Redemption Agreement 
dated 7-22-95 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C ttl G;)... Admitted: 3-1-07 
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Destroy 
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27 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AE--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
R. John Taylor to Patrick M. Morar 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
28 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AF--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
R. John Taylor to Reed Taylor 
Dated 1-3-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
29 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AG--Notice of Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Special Meeting of Shareholders 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
30 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AH--Letter from Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Reed Taylor to R. John Taylor 
dated 2-6-07 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
31 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AJ--Reed Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Taylor long term 
note--Acct#1951-00-0 dated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 12-31-06 
Admitted: 3-1-07 
32 Plaintiff's Exhibit Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
#AL--Consolidated Financial 
Statements--Years Ended 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 12-31-96 and 1995 
12-6-96--Admitted: 3-1-07 
33 Plaintiff's Exhibit Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
#AM--Consolidated Financial 
Statements--Years Ended 12-1-97 
Assig ned to: Bond, Roderick C and 1996 
dated 12-31-97--Admitted: 3-1-07 
34 Plaintiff's Exhibit #Q--Crop USA Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Stock Shares and Options 
Outstanding as of 7/31/06 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Admitted: 3-1-07 
35 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AN-- AlA 
Services Corporation and 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Financial Statements Years 
Ended December 31,1998 and 
1997--Admitted: 3-1-07 
36 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AO--AIA Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Financial Statements Years Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Ended December 31, 1999 and 
1998--Admitted: 3-1-07 
37 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AP--AIA Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C Financial Statements December 
31, 2000(Final Unaudited) and q /u3-December 31, 1999 
(Audited)--Admitted: 3-1-07 
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Plaintiffs Exhibit #AQ--AIA 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Financial Statements Unaudited 
Years Ended December 31,2001 
and 2000-Admitted: 3-1-07 
39 Plaintiffs Exhbiit #AR--AIA 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Financial Statements December 
31, 2003--Admitted: 3-1-07 
40 Plaintiffs Exhibit #AS--AIA 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Financial Statements December 
31, 2004--Admitted: 3-1-07 
41 Plaintiffs Exhibit #AT--AIA 
Services Corporation and 
Subsidiaries Consolidated 
Financial Statements September 
30, 2006--Admitted: 3-1-07 
42 Plaintiffs Exhibit #AU--AIA 
Insurance Inc. Financial 
Statements and Indendent 
Auditor's Report December 31, 
2005 and 2004--Admitted: 3-1-07 
43 Plaintiff's Exhibit #AV--Crop USA 
Insurance Agency, Inc. Financial 
Statements and Independent 
Auditors' Report December 31, 
2005 and 2004--Admitted: 3-1-07 
Sorted by Exhibit Number 
Result 
Storage Location 
Property Item Number 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 
Assigned to: Bond, Roderick C 
Admitted Judge Brudie's Office 




IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
seal of the Court this -'--__ day of January, 2010. 
PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 




AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
Corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R JOHN TAYLOR, 
CONNIE TAYLOR individual and the 
Community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person and JAMES BECK 





CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
an Idaho corporation; and 
Defendant-Respondent-Cross Respondent, 
and 
401(k) PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR THE 

































I, Diane Ash, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Nez Perce, do hereby certify that the foregoing Clerk's 
Record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound by me 
and contains true and correct copies of all pleadings, documents, 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
and papers designated to be included under Rule 28, Idaho 
Appellate Rules, the Notice of Appeal, any Notice of Cross-
Appeal, and additional documents that were requested. 
I further certify: 
1. That all documents, x-rays, charts, and pictures offered 
or admitted as exhibits in the above-entitled cause, if any, 
will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court with 
any Reporter's Transcript and the Clerk's Record as required 
by Rule 31 of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
2. That document #219 on the Notice of Appeal is a computer 
entry on the Register of Actions. Said document was 
submitted in Camera under seal and will be provided to the 
Supreme Court only. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of said court this day of January 2010. 
PATTY O. WEEKS, Clerk 
By 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff-Counterdefendant-Appellant- ) 




AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
Corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R JOHN TAYLOR, ) SUPREME COURT # 36916-2009 
CONNIE TAYLOR individually and the ) 
Community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE ) 
DUCLOS, a single person and JAMES BECK ) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
And CORRINE BECK, ) 
) 
Defendants-Counterclaimants- ) 





CROP USA INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., ) 
an Idaho corporation; and ) 
) 




40l(k) PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR THE ) 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, ) 
) 
Intervenor-Cross Appellant-Cross ) 
Respondent. ) 
I, Diane Ash, Deputy Clerk of the District Court of the 
Second Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Nez Perce, do hereby certifln~aJ copies of the Clerk's 
Record and Reporter's Transcript wer1"tre'fi7:tered on the __ day 
January 2010 to Roderick C. Bond, Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
PLLC, 416 Symons Bldg, 7 South Howard Street, Spokane, WA 99201 
and to Gary D. Babbitt, Hawley, Troxell, Ennis & Hawley LLP, P 0 
Box 1617, 877 Main St, Suite 1000, Boise, Id 83701-1617 by Fed 
Ex. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of the said Court 
PATTY O. WEEKS 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
